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Article I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 


Article II. a well-regulated militia being necessary to the 
security of a free state, the right of the people to keep and bear arms 
shall not be infringed. 


Article IESE No soldier shall, in time of peace, be quartered 
in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in time of war, 
but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Article I V, The right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches 
and seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, 
but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized. 


Article VY No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or 
otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of 
a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in 
the militia, when in actual service in time of war or public danger; 
nor shall any person be subject for the same offense to be twice put 
in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal case 
to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or 


property, without due process of law; nor shall private property be 
taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Article VI « In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall 
enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of 
the state and district wherein the crime shall have been committed, 
which district shall have been previously ascertained by law, and 
to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; to be 
confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtain-ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Article VII. tm suits at common law, where the value in 
controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury 
shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Article VI IT, Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 


excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


Article IX. the enumeration in the Constitution, of certain 
rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by 
the people. 


Article X. the powers not delegated to the United States by 
the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are reserved to 
the states respectively, or to the people. 
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ENVIRONMENT 
The Real UN Agenda & the Rio+20 Summit 


by Alex Newman — The Rio+20 Conference on Sustainable 
Development has run its course, but its plans — on abortion, 
property rights, energy usage, and personal consumption — go on. 


“Climate Science” in Shambles 
by William F. Jasper — More than 125 significant scandals have 
been uncovered regarding global-warming claims. 


Sustainable Freedom 
by Alex Newman — Rejecting the provisions of the UN’s Agenda 21 
is proving to be popular across the political spectrum. 


POLITICS 


Constitution Candidates 2012 
by Thomas R. Eddlem — This year there are so many liberty- 
minded candidates running for office that some are sure to win. 


BOOK REVIEW 


The Look of Democracy 

by Fr. James Thornton — Angry mobs of demonstrators often hold 
signs reading, “This is what democracy looks like.” They're right — 
and wrong. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 

The Marshall Plan 

by Bob Adelmann — The post-WWII Marshall Plan, long touted as 
the aid plan that reinvigorated Europe, didn’t have as its first priority 
actually helping the citizens of Europe. 
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It Only Worked Once 


Regarding Jack Kenny’s recent article 
“Duty, Honor, Country,” about Douglas 
MacArthur (June 4 issue), one may won- 
der, after these recent years of warfare, 
if policymakers are cognizant of the su- 
preme example of “nation building” — the 
“liberation” of the Japanese people under 
the direction of General Douglas MacAr- 
thur. His intelligence chief, Gen. Charles 
A. Willoughby, in chronicling the decade 
of service to MacArthur and our country 
(1941-1951), demonstrated MacArthur’s 
opinion with this quotation: “Democracy 
cannot be imposed upon a nation. It is a 
thing of the spirit which to be lasting and 
durable must impregnate the very roots 
of society. It is not to be instilled from 
above.” 

If one were to question what benefit 
MacArthur actually imparted to the people 
of Japan, he need only read several of the 
Japanese newspaper editorials published 
at the time of his forced retirement and 
the words engraved on the plaque on the 
bronze bust of the great man, commis- 
sioned by the Japanese, which carries this 
remarkable attribution: “General Douglas 
MacArthur — Liberator of Japan.” Further 
evidence in Willoughby’s 1954 book will 
persuade the reader it was the general’s 
character and Christian worldview that 
made this conqueror a blessing to that de- 
feated nation and its people. It is doubtful 
this unique historic development will ever 
be repeated. 

RICHARD DILWORTH 
Barker, New York 


Walk the Walk 


Thank you for another informative, accu- 
rate, and timely issue of THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN. The June 4 issue’s article “(Re)Call- 
ing Governor Scott Walker” includes a 
perfect example of liberal hypocrisy! 
This article mentioned all of the school 
teachers’ jobs that were spared through 
“shared sacrifice.” 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


How interesting it is that these same 
teachers who teach (preach) “shared sac- 
rifice” when it is directed at the taxpayer 
in the private sector and the “evil capital- 
ist” business owner — refuse to practice 
it amongst their own “brethren” (fellow 
teachers)! 

It’s time these people started “walking 
the walk” instead of just “talking the talk.” 
Whatever happened to teachers being ex- 
ample setters? I realize not all are to blame 
— but there are far too many to not end up 
generalizing in this case. Another day — 
another liberal hypocrisy! 

ROBYN OHSOWSKI 
Midland, Michigan 


A Call to Arms 


“Onward Christian soldiers, marching as 
to war.” Which war? It is the war on per- 
sonal freedom and religious rights. The 
only way to win this war is to conquer 
apathy. 

Seventy-five percent of American citi- 
zens who attend church do not vote. That’s 
21 million people! Fifty percent of Ameri- 
ca’s Christians are registered to vote. That 
means that 50 percent are not! 

Did you know that in the last six presi- 
dential races, each newly elected president 
won by a margin of 10 million votes? 

So, if our missing 21 million would 
show up at the polls, send in absentee bal- 
lots, and vote early, we could win this war 
on apathy and claim America back for her 
good and ours. 

What can we do? Glad you asked. We 
must influence our brothers and sisters in 
Christ to vote, set up registration tables in 
our churches, write letters to the editors in 
our local and national papers, and spread 
the word. 

Christians, wake up and stand up for 
America! Encourage others to do what’s 
right in God’s sight and ours. She desper- 
ately needs you now! 

CAMERON J. BADGLEY 
Ocala, Florida 
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The High Court Rewrites ObamaCare to Find It Constitutional 
, 


When the U.S. Supreme Court decided 5-4 on June 28 to uphold 
ObamaCare’s individual-mandate component, which requires 
Americans to buy qualifying health insurance by 2014 or face a 
tax penalty, the court exhibited judicial activism at its best — or 
should we say worst? 

Chief Justice John Roberts’ majority opinion correctly notes 
that the “individual mandate is not a valid exercise of Congress’s 
power under the Commerce Clause and the Necessary and Proper 
Clause” — yet finds it to be a valid exercise of the taxing power. 
In a bizarre interpretation of the Constitution, the court claims 
that while the Constitution does not grant Congress the power to 
compel the purchase of a commodity, it does have the power to 
tax anyone who doesn’t make such a purchase. 

But is the penalty for failure to purchase healthcare insurance 


a tax? The court claims it is not a tax for the purpose of the ap- 
plication of the Anti-Injunction Act, but is a tax for the purpose 
of interpreting the taxing power of the Constitution. The relevant 
portion of the majority opinion reads: “The Affordable Care Act 
describes the payment as a ‘penalty,’ not a ‘tax.’ That label cannot 
control whether the payment is a tax for purposes of the Constitu- 
tion, but it does determine the application of the Anti-Injunction 
Act. The Anti-Injunction Act therefore does not bar this suit.” 
In order to convert the “penalty” into a “tax” for constitutional 
purposes, the court effectively — and unconstitutionally — re- 
wrote the law. 

Yet even if Congress had written the law to say what the court 
says, the law would still be unconstitutional. The Constitution 
states: “No Capitation, or other direct, Tax shall be laid, unless in 
Proportion to the Census or Enumeration herein before directed 
to be taken.” This requirement means that any direct tax must be 
apportioned so that each state pays in proportion to its population. 
If the individual mandate imposes a tax, as the court claims, then 
it is a direct tax, and thus it is unconstitutional because Congress 
did not apportion that tax among the states according to popula- 
tion. 

In addition, there is the obvious fact that even constitutionally 
raised tax revenues must be spent only for constitutional pur- 
poses. 

TNA will have much more to say about the court decision in 
our next issue. 


House Votes Contempt for Holder on Gun-running Op 


On June 28, the U.S. House of Representatives voted to hold 
Attorney General Eric Holder in contempt for failing to com- 
ply fully with the congressional investigation into the ATF’s gun- 
walking scandal “Operation Fast and Furious.” The vote was 255 
to 67, with 17 Democrats breaking from their party to vote in 
favor of the contempt measure along with Republicans. A second 
resolution, the civil contempt charge that would authorize the 
House Oversight Committee to seek judgment in federal court 
requiring Holder to comply with subpoenas, passed by a vote of 
258 to 95, with 21 Democrats voting with Republicans. 

“It’s important to remember how we got here,” House Speak- 
er John Boehner (R-Ohio) reminded his colleagues in a speech 
ahead of the vote. “The Justice Department has not provided the 
facts and information we requested.... It’s our constitutional duty 
to find out.” 

Congress has been investigating the Fast and Furious opera- 
tion for well over a year, and has grown infuriated with Holder’s 
refusal to comply adequately with the investigation. Holder has 
defended his refusal to hand over documents for the congression- 
al investigation by asserting that it would violate the “separation 
of powers.” 

Congress has received some documents from the Department 
of Justice, but many were irrelevant to the investigation or were 
so heavily redacted as to be less than useful. DOJ has supplied 
less than 10 percent of the documents that Congress requested 


for the investigation. 

President Obama has invoked “executive privilege” over the 
documents. Nevertheless, Republicans forged ahead with the 
contempt vote. Ironically, during his presidential campaign, then- 
Senator Obama accused President George W. Bush of hiding be- 
hind executive privilege. Four years later, critics note, he is guilty 
of the same offense. 

Democrats in the House found themselves in the uncomfort- 
able position of having to decide whether to side with the White 
House and Eric Holder against the American people, or to stand 
up against their party. While some Democrats elected to stand 
against their party, others upheld a different set of priorities. 

The vote to hold Holder in contempt is the first ever full House 
contempt vote against an attorney general. Because such an event 
is unprecedented, what happens next remains an uncertainty. As 
noted by the Washington 
Post, “If the courts do end 
up deciding the case, how- 
ever, they could shed some 
light on a foggy patch of 
constitutional law: What 
happens when Congress 
demands that a president 
turn over documents he says 
should be kept secret?” 


INSIDE TRAGK... 
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Supreme Court Strikes Down Montana Law, Reaffirms Citizens United 


In the case American Tradition Partnership, Inc. v. Bullock, the 
U.S. Supreme Court reaffirmed its 2010 Citizens United v. FEC 
decision in a 5-4 ruling that struck down a Montana state law ban- 
ning independent expenditures on behalf of political candidates 
by corporations. 

Montana law had stated that a “corporation may not make ... 
an expenditure in connection with a candidate or a political com- 
mittee that supports or opposes a candidate or a political party.” 
The court majority ruled, “In Citizens United v. Federal Election 
Commission, this Court struck down a similar federal law, hold- 
ing that ‘political speech does not lose First Amendment protec- 
tion simply because its source is a corporation.” 

Steven Breyer’s dissent argued that states should be able to ban 
corporate speech: “Montana’s experience, like considerable ex- 
perience elsewhere since the Court’s decision in Citizens United, 
casts grave doubt on the Court’s supposition that independent 
expenditures do not corrupt or appear to do so.” 

The political Left has campaigned against the Citizens United 
decision for two years under the slogan that “corporations are 
not people.” That’s true; corporations and the SuperPacs created 
as a result of Citizens United are associations of people. And the 
First Amendment protects this right of the people to assemble 
and associate. The right to band together for a political cause 
and spend money for that cause was so well-entrenched in the 
American constitutional system by the 1830s that Alexis de Toc- 
queville noted in his Democracy in America, “In no country in 
the world has the principle of association been more successfully 
used or applied to a greater multitude of objects than in America 
... [which] consists simply in the public assent which a number 
of individuals give to certain doctrines and in the engagement 
which they contract to promote in a certain manner the spread 
of those doctrines. The right of associating in this fashion almost 


merges with freedom of the press, but societies thus formed pos- 
sess more authority than the press.” 

Indeed, how else could American citizens band together po- 
litically without forming some sort of corporation or — as de 
Tocqueville put it — “association” and pooling donations? To 
overturn the Citizens United decision would not take corporate 
influence out of elections, but would be tantamount to allowing 
the six largest media conglomerates to continue to dominate the 
political debate: ABC/Disney, NewsCorp, Time-Warner, Viacom, 
NBCuUniversal, and CBS. 

Interestingly, the court found that the Montana law improperly 
violated freedom of speech and assembly through the “suprem- 
acy” clause of the U.S. Constitution instead of the 14th Amend- 
ment. Only the 14th Amendment bans states from taking away 
rights protected by the U.S. Constitution, exclaiming in the first 
section of the amendment: “No State shall make or enforce any 
law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens 
of the United States.” 
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Brazil’s Banks Follow Credit Downgrade of EU, U.S. Banks 


Moody’s Investors Service, one of the Big Three bond credit rat- 
ing firms, downgraded the credit ratings of 11 Brazilian banks on 
June 27 — some by a single level, and some by three levels. This 
action was tied to the sovereign debt credit rating of the govern- 
ment of Brazil. All major banks that had credit ratings higher 
than the Brazilian sovereign debt rating of Baa2 were affected. 
Moody’s put it thus: “Our review indicated that there are few, if 
any, reasons to believe that these banks would be insulated from 
a government debt crisis.” 

The number of loans defined as “bad loans” in the Brazilian 
banking system hit a 10-year high in May at $1.03 trillion. Dilma 
Rousseff, the president of Brazil, had been encouraging banks 
to grant more loans in order to stoke the economy, and this was 
following the policies of her predecessor, former President Luiz 
Inada Lula da Silva. 

The action by Moody’s comes on the heels of a review of the 
ratings of European banks. On June 25, Moody’s reduced the 
credit ratings of 28 out of 33 Spanish banks that had ratings. The 
reduction, in some cases by as many as four levels, came a few 


weeks after Moody’s reduced the sovereign debt credit rating of 
the government of Spain to a level just above junk bonds. 

In May 2012, Moody’s downgraded the credit rating of 26 
Italian banks. Perhaps more ominously, Moody’s announced in 
February 2012 that the credit ratings of 114 financial institutions 
in 16 European nations were on review for possible downgrades, 
citing the sovereign debt crisis of the eurozone as a primary rea- 
son for the possible downgrades. 

On March 28, seven Portuguese banks were downgraded by 
one to two levels. On May 17, Moody’s downgraded 16 Spanish 
banks by one to three levels. By the end of May, Moody’s had 
downgraded the credit rating of nine Danish financial institu- 
tions by one to three levels. On June 6, Moody’s downgraded the 
credit rating of the three largest Austrian banks by two levels. 

Not only Europe has been affected by these downgrades in 
credit rating. On June 22, 2012, Moody’s reduced the credit 
rating of 15 banks, five of which are American banks, includ- 
ing Bank of America, Goldman-Sachs, J.P. Morgan-Chase, 
and Citigroup. 
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GOP Candidate for President Sees No Need for Congressional 
Action to Attack Iran 

“I don’t believe at this stage if I’m president that we need to have a war 
powers approval or special authorization for military force. The president 
already has that capacity now.” 

Following the lead given by many recent Democrat and Republican chief ex- 
ecutives, Mitt Romney would not be deterred by the constitutional require- 
ment for a declaration of war to stop Iran from becoming a nuclear power. 


The Supposedly Untouchable Social Security Trust Fund Is Filled With I0Us 

“All of the surplus money collected over the past few decades from Social Security payroll taxes has 
been spent to finance the operations of the federal government. Every time that cash was spent, however, 
IOUs were issued. The result: funny money.” 

Writing in Barron’s, Gene Epstein tells the awful truth about the non-existence of Social Security’s fund. 


Green Activists Target Fracking 

“The anti-frackers’ study-it-to-death strategy has proved distressingly effective. Their goal is to create the 
illusion that horizontal fracturing pollutes drinking water — even though the Environmental Protection 
Agency has publicly (if reluctantly) acknowledged that there is not one documented case of such pollution.” 
According to John Entine, a senior fellow at the Center for Health & Risk Communication at George 
Mason University, the nation will be deprived of huge deposits of natural 
gas if the scare tactics employed by green activists succeed. 


Antonin 
Scalia 


Supreme Court Justice Sided With Arizona’s Immigration Law 

“But to say, as the Court does, that Arizona contradicts federal law by 
enforcing applications of federal immigration law that the President de- 
clines to enforce boggles the mind.” 

In his dissent regarding the split decision rendered by the court on Ari- 
zona’s S.B. 1070, Justice Antonin Scalia pointed to an absurdity in the 
thinking of most of his colleagues. 


College Professor Chides Union Leaders in the Wake of Their 
Failed Effort to Recall Wisconsin’s Governor 

“What is coming out of Wisconsin are the wrong words. They said, “We lost because we were outspent.’ 
It would have been much more encouraging if they had said, “We lost because we are out of touch with 
the public.’ They don’t understand that in hard times, everyone must sacrifice.” 

Clark University’s Gary Chaison, a professor of industrial relations, accurately assessed the arrogance 
of the Badger State’s labor leaders. 


China Gets the Contract for Building the Oakland Bay Bridge 

“The Oakland Bay Bridge, an iconic landmark in San Francisco Bay, is being built with millions of 
dollars of Chinese-made steel. This is more than economic suicide. It’s a national security threat.” 

The Alliance for American Manufacturing is challenging House Speaker John Boehner to intervene. 


The Viable Alternative to ObamaCare Is the Free market — Not 
Another Government System 

“Conservatives seem resigned to a third party insurance system and 
therefore fail to present a viable alternative to the American people. 
They continue to speak in terms of saving the health care ‘system,’ when 
in fact what America needs is a rejection of all government systems in 
favor of free market mechanisms.” 

In an op-ed at TheAdvertiser.com, Congressman Ron Paul added that 
“Congress needs to let markets work by aggressively repealing health- 
care laws, including: the HMO Act of 1973; the Medicare Part D pre- 
scription drug benefit passed in 2003; and the Obamacare bill passed 
in 2010.” @ 


Ron Paul 
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During the summit, Rio’s 
iconic Christ the Redeemer 
was illuminated using green 
lights in what several analysts 
said reflected the progress of 
“environmental religion.” 


The Rio+20 Conference on Sustainable Development has run its course, but its plans — 
on abortion, property rights, energy usage, and personal consumption — go on. 


by Alex Newman 


IO DE JANEIRO - During the 
R United Nations Rio+20 Confer- 

ence on Sustainable Development 
in late June, Christ the Redeemer — the 
city’s most famous landmark, a massive 
statue of Jesus Christ on top of Corcovado 
mountain overlooking Rio — was illumi- 
nated using bright green lights. It was a fit- 
ting symbol for the controversial summit 
in more ways than one. 

Shortly before the conference began, 
green legend James Lovelock — the scien- 
tist and environmentalist who first came up 
with the whole “Gaia” concept — warned 
that the “green religion” was now “taking 
over from the Christian religion.” While it 
may sound absurd to most Americans, for 
many Rio+20 summit participants, the stunt 


10 


with green lights shining on the statue of 
Christ no doubt had a special meaning. 

UN critics and many Christians, at least, 
were outraged. Lord Christopher Monck- 
ton, a policy advisor to former U.K. Prime 
Minister Margaret Thatcher and one of the 
most well-known opponents of the UN’s 
supposed environmental agenda, called it 
“a kind of childish message that the envi- 
ronmental religion is now replacing Christi- 
anity.’ According to Lord Monckton, those 
who have lost the “true faith” nevertheless 
felt the need for religion and a common 
bond between themselves — and thought 
they had found it “in the spurious nostrums 
of Marxist environmentalism.” 


The Agenda 


According to the UN, the summit was 


about making the world more “sustain- 


able.” Of course, there are literally hun- 
dreds of definitions of that term. Critics, 
including prominent environmentalists, 
say “sustainability” has largely become 
meaningless — it can be whatever some- 
body wants it to be. And that was evident 
throughout the conference. When asked by 
THE NEW AMERICAN, no two respondents 
offered the same vision. Instead, each ac- 
tivist and delegate essentially saw the term 
as a way to advance his or her own agenda. 
So, if “sustainability” means anything or 
nothing, what was the conference really 
about? 

The Players: For starters, it helps to look 
at who was running the show. The Sec- 
retary-General of Rio+20 was a notori- 
ous anti-American Chinese Communist 
known as Sha Zukang, a man who spent 
decades working for the mass-murdering 
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regime ruling over mainland China before 
starting his career as a senior UN official. 
He has openly proclaimed his hatred of 
Americans. And the fact that he gave an 
award to the Chinese general responsible 
for the mass slaughter of protesters at Ti- 
ananmen Square offers even more insight 
into his character. 

The executive coordinator of the Rio+20 
summit, meanwhile, was French socialist 
Brice Lalonde, a reliable advocate of big- 
ger and more centralized government. 

Finally, the other Rio+20 executive coor- 

dinator was a little-known “green” activist 
and former government minister from Bar- 
bados named Elizabeth Thompson. In in- 
terviews, she spoke of building partnerships 
between governments and other players — 
“non-governmental” organizations and big 
business — to create what she called “Earth 
Incorporated.” The UN, of course, would 
guide the whole process. 
The Reports: A report prepared by some 
three dozen UN agencies entitled “Working 
Towards a Balanced and Inclusive Green 
Economy: A United Nations System-wide 
Perspective,’ for example, detailed the 
scheme to foist a “green” world order on 
the planet by making every level of govern- 
ment — regional, national, sub-national, 
and local — subservient to the agenda. 

According to the document, the transi- 
tion toward a global “green economy” was 
expected to cost trillions of dollars per year. 
Every aspect of human life — lifestyles, 
opinions, behavior, education, health, con- 
sumption, production, agriculture, diet, 
law, taxation, industry, governance, and 
more — would have to be reshaped to 
conform to new international standards. 
Certain Communist Chinese policies were 
described as a “good example.” 

“Specifically, in a transition to a green 
economy, public policies will need to be 
used strategically to reorient consumption, 
investments, and other economic activi- 
ties,” the document explained of the UN’s 
desired central-planning schemes, touting 
the reduction of carbon emissions and new 
educational programs to teach humanity 
why it must become what the UN consid- 
ers sustainable. “Transitioning to a green 
economy requires a fundamental shift in 
the way we think and act.” 

To enforce its controversial vision, the 
UN said it would have to assume vast 
new powers, including global regulatory 
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authority and enforcement 
mechanisms to ensure com- 
pliance. National regulations 
would have to be replaced 
with global ones, the report 
explained. Other global pow- 
ers touted in the document in- 
cluded carbon taxes, trillions 
of dollars annually in wealth 
redistribution, population- 
reduction schemes, and a 
barrage of programs dealing 
with everything from poverty 
and education to health and resource al- 
location. 

To pay for it all, aside from new world 
taxes and higher prices across the board, a 
new global currency run by the Internation- 
al Monetary Fund might have to be consid- 
ered, according to the document. “Efforts 
need to be made to explore the potential 
for an innovative use of [an IMF proto- 
world currency known as] Special Draw- 
ing Rights (SDR), international reserve 
assets, and pools of concentrated assets to 
serve the aim of financing green economy 
investments with attractive social as well as 
private returns and increasing the provision 
of global public goods,” it stated. 
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Lord Christopher Monckton, a key leader exposing the UN agenda and its “science,” spent a 
day with TNA offering his thoughts on the summit’s failure to create the sought-after “world 
socialist” regime. 


The summit was about making the world 
more “sustainable.” Of course, there 

are literally hundreds of definitions of 
that term. Critics, including prominent 
environmentalists, say “sustainability” 
has largely become meaningless — it can 
be whatever somebody wants it to be. 


The Earth, the UN claimed in a sepa- 
rate report dubbed “Geo-5,” is in danger. 
And as always, it’s your fault. Humanity 
is the enemy. There are simply too many 
people consuming too many resources, 
and they would eventually bring about a 
cataclysm. However, if the global popula- 
tion promptly submits to the international 
body’s myriad demands, the UN implau- 
sibly alleged, it might still be possible to 
save the world. 

Of course, it would not be easy. Or 
cheap. Individual liberty, self-governance, 
national sovereignty, and the human popu- 
lation — that means you and your family 
— would all have to be curtailed, accord- 
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Anti-American Chinese Communist Sha Zukang, who praised a military official responsible for 
massacring protesters, was the Secretary-General of Rio+20, offering insight into the true agenda 


of the conference. 


ing to the report. Meanwhile, the fortunate 
people who remain would have to con- 
sume a lot less — in other words, become 
much poorer — to be what the UN consid- 
ers “sustainable.” 

“Africa, Asia and the Pacific and Latin 
America and the Caribbean share the com- 
mon problems of population growth and 
increasing consumption,” noted the UN, 
bizarrely attacking human beings and de- 
creasing levels of poverty as “problems” 
to be solved. 

“Scientific evidence shows that Earth 
systems are being pushed towards their 
biophysical limits, with evidence that 
these limits are close and have in some 
cases been exceeded,” the global body al- 
leged. “International cooperation is essen- 
tial, since environmental problems do not 
follow national boundaries.” 

Over a dozen respected scientists and 
university professors, including several 
who worked with the UN science appara- 
tus in the past, offered TNA their thoughts 
on the over 500-page report. All of them 
said the document was nothing but UN 
fear-mongering — lies, exaggerations, and 


Every aspect of human life — lifestyles, 
Opinions, behavior, education, health, 
consumption, production, agriculture, 


diet, law, taxation, industry, governance, 
and more — would have to be reshaped to 
conform to new international standards. 


political propaganda. 

Rio+20, then, was more about eroding 

national sovereignty, concentrating coer- 
cive power at the global level, centrally 
planning the world economy, chipping 
away at private property rights, reducing 
the population, spreading abortion and 
contraception worldwide, using “educa- 
tion” to brainwash future generations into 
accepting the state of affairs, building 
more bureaucracies, and more. 
The Summit: Throughout the confab, the 
controversial agenda was again on full dis- 
play. Assorted global agencies all touted 
their own roles in the new “green” world 
order. Non-governmental organizations, sci- 
ence groups, the press, mega-corporations, 
billionaires, and governments all played 
their roles in advancing the narrative. 

CNN founder and UN Foundation boss 
Ted Turner, for instance, spoke of ban- 
ning plastic internationally and — pre- 
sumably joking — instituting a global 
ban on human breathing. In the past, he 
has come under fire for speaking approv- 
ingly of China’s brutal “one-child” policy 
and proposing dramatic reductions in the 
number of people on Earth 
to save the environment — 
literally eradicating billions 
to “save the environment.” 
When asked about popula- 
tion by THE NEw AMERICAN 
at a panel discussion, the 
billionaire UN enthusiast 
with five children suggested 
a tax-funded UN contracep- 
tion regime. He also called 


for the worldwide promotion of feminism 
to discourage motherhood in an effort to 
help slash the number of humans. 

Before and throughout the conference, 
reducing the population through global in- 
stitutions was a predominant issue. The UN 
Population Fund, for example, unveiled a 
new report calling for “universal access” to 
“reproductive health” services for women 
and girls to ensure fewer human births. 
“Slowing population growth can have a 
positive impact on environmental sustain- 
ability in the long run,” explained UNFPA 
Executive Director Babatunde Osotimehin, 
apparently unaware that the planet has al- 
ready reached so-called “peak child” and 
that after rising by a few more billion, the 
global population is set to decline. 

The anti-human attitude was encapsulat- 
ed by a poster in one of the main halls of the 
conference showing a doctor diagnosing a 
“sick” Earth. The diagnosis, according to 
the image: “You have humans,” implying 
that humanity itself is a disease afflicting 
the planet that must somehow be “cured.” 

In addition to reducing the population, 
slashing consumption through coercion, 
described by critics as spreading poverty 
by force, was a top issue at Rio+20. Ac- 
cording to advocates, it should be done 
at the global level, including by reduc- 
ing the number of consumers, regardless 
of whether it is moral or accepted by the 
public. “For too long, population and con- 
sumption have been left off the table due 
to political and ethical sensitivities,” com- 
plained U.K. Royal Society fellow Charles 
Godfray, the chairman of a coalition of sci- 
ence groups that released a bizarre attack 
on humanity and prosperity while calling 
for the UN to take action. “These are is- 
sues that affect developed and developing 
nations alike, and we must take responsi- 
bility for them together.” 

A key part of reducing consumption in- 
volves making energy — especially fossil 
fuels — much more expensive, or, for peo- 
ple of poor countries, off-limits altogether. 
Virgin Group CEO Richard Branson, when 
asked by TNA about what he wanted from 
Rio+20, called for planetary carbon taxes 
and global treaties supposedly to protect the 
environment. In a press conference later, he 
reiterated his support for the schemes while 
lobbying against new oil drilling. 

More than a few heavyweights, mean- 
while, spoke of creating a “new economic 
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model” for the world — another one of the 
top themes of the conference. “In terms of 
the international community ... we need 
to change the economic model,” former 
Soviet Union boss and “Green Cross In- 
ternational” Founding President Mikhail 
Gorbachev said in a video statement, es- 
sentially claiming that what remains of the 
free market was somehow responsible for 
the financial crisis while blasting profits 
and “hyper” consumption. “We badly need 
a new economic model.... We must con- 
solidate all our resources to create such a 
model.” 

Rulers of poorer nations insisted that 
taxpayers in richer countries give them 
more money. Developed-nation govern- 
ments promised to reward Third World 
regimes with more tax-funded aid if they 
continued to keep their people in poverty 
by denying access to cheap energy and 
economic freedom. 

National sovereignty and property 
rights, meanwhile, when mentioned at 
Rio+20, were largely frowned upon. Cit- 
ing UN documents, Lord Monckton said 
the summit and its broader agenda were 
actually about the ambition of the “gov- 
erning class” to “rule the world with as 
few constraints as possible.” Of course, 
there are real environmental problems, he 
added. But they should be addressed at the 
local and national level — and by the free 
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market — not by out-of-control planetary 
bureaucrats who, he said, were seeking to 
create a “world socialist” regime. What 
was going on at Rio+20 was actually an 
“attempted coup on a global scale by the 
governing class against the people.” 


Climate Scare Dying, Plan Remains 
the Same 

In recent years, global warming, climate 
change, and carbon dioxide were the main 
justifications for the agenda. But after the 
spectacular implosion of the alleged “sci- 
ence” behind the climate alarmism (see 
“Climate Science” article on page 19), 
very little was said on the subject through- 
out Rio+20. Even before the summit, top 
officials said they would avoid the whole 
“climate” subject due to the controversy 
it caused. Indeed, the UN finally dropped 
environmentalism as the top rationale for 
its agenda, saying in the final agreement 
that poverty was now the “greatest global 
challenge facing the world today.” 

As the poor took center stage, supposed 
loss of “biodiversity” and humanity’s al- 
leged “unsustainability” became the new 
environmental rallying cries. Of course, 
the agenda of global control remained the 
same. The suggested schemes would likely 
exacerbate poverty and would almost cer- 
tainly do little or nothing to help deal with 
true environmental problems, as evidenced 


Billionaire CNN founder and 

UN Foundation boss Ted Turner 
was at the conference promoting 
population control, a global ban 
on plastic, and — presumably 
joking — a prohibition on human 
breathing. 


by the fact that free markets consistently 
reduce poverty and help preserve the en- 
vironment while socialism creates poverty 
and environmental chaos. The biggest dif- 
ference between past global conferences 
and Rio+20 was simply the reasons cited by 
participants to push the same old agenda. 
Critics on Both Sides: On the political 
Right, activists and critics widely de- 
nounced the Rio+20 agenda as a danger- 
ous effort essentially to create a global 
socialist authority. One of the most prom- 
inent opponents of the UN agenda, U.S. 
Senator James Inhofe (R-Okla.), the rank- 
ing member on the Senate Committee on 
Environment and Public Works, appeared 
at the conference via video and blasted 
the worldwide “far-left” agenda to im- 
pose global carbon taxes and redistribute 
wealth. “Whatever happened to sovereign- 
ty?” he asked. 

Others had even stronger criticism. “No 
matter the eco-cause — you can go back 
and look at overpopulation, you can go 
back and look at global cooling, global 
warming, species extinction, deforestation 
— all of these eco-scares, they all blame 
it on man, and the only way we can solve 
it is to give away our sovereignty and our 
freedom to the United Nations in the form 
of global governance,” Climate Depot edi- 
tor Marc Morano told TNA, citing Czech 
Republic President Vaclav Klaus to point 
out that since the fall of the Soviet Union, 
“ambitious environmentalism” had be- 
come the greatest threat to freedom. 

On what could be considered the other 
side of the political spectrum, well-known 
Indian activist Vandana Shiva told TNA she 
had a similarly negative view of the agen- 
da behind Rio+20, albeit from a different 
perspective. “This whole green economy 
thing, interpreted as a planetary grab of the 
remaining resources, is not going to solve 
anything,” said Shiva, an author, physicist, 
and environmental champion. She said the 
elite class of the world was essentially seiz- 
ing the planet for itself. 

On the Left, sincere opponents of the 
summit largely said that it was all actually 
a scheme by mega-capitalist elites to make 
even more profit at humanity’s expense. 

Both sides were angry for different 
reasons — at least on the surface. But in 
reality, the Rio+20 agenda was more like- 
ly something in between: an attempt by 
the elite of the world — super-capitalists 
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“Africa, Asia and the Pacific and Latin 
America and the Caribbean share the 
common problems of population growth 


and increasing consumption,” noted the 
UN, bizarrely attacking human beings 


and decreasing levels of poverty as 
“problems” to be solved. 


using socialistic policies for their own 
benefit — to further solidify their control 
over the planet at the expense of the peo- 
ple’s freedom, national sovereignty, and 
prosperity. What was blatantly obvious, at 
the very least, was that saving the environ- 
ment and the poor had little to do with the 
summit’s true purpose. 


The Summit & the “Stakeholders” 

Police State, Green Hypocrisy, Secrecy & 
Disorder: Rio+20 was originally touted as 
the biggest UN summit in history, but ana- 
lysts later said that probably was not true. 
Some 50,000 people were supposed to 
participate, but nowhere near that number 
actually showed up — some observers even 


thought less than 10,000 had 
attended. Many of the world’s 
most important heads of state 
and government — Obama, 
Angela Merkel of Germany, 
and the U.K.’s David Cam- 
eron, for example — also 
stayed away. 

Immediately upon arrival, 
the most striking phenom- 
enon in Rio was the overt 
nature of the police state. All 
over the city, attendees were 
greeted by armored personnel carriers and 
assault vehicles, dozens of military heli- 
copters swarming overhead with turrets 
aimed downward, checkpoints manned by 
machine gun-wielding Brazilian troops, 
federal police dressed in futuristic cos- 
tumes, and much more. 

On the first day of the official confer- 
ence, it took the TNA team more than two 
hours to cover just a few miles and get into 
the conference — largely owing to the un- 
imaginable traffic created by “security.” 

Once inside, the UN again revealed that 
its inability to run a proper conference — 
let alone the world — is surpassed only by 
its zealous ambition to assume ever-great- 
er powers. There were not nearly enough 


Socialist Bolivian President Evo Morales was a rare dissenter, saying to a round of applause that 
“green economy” environmentalism was actually a “capitalist” scheme to enslave the Third World. 
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desks for all of the journalists, leading to 
more than a few heated arguments. Inter- 
net cables were also in short supply, and 
the wireless Internet, when it was actually 
working, was pathetically slow. 

Despite the summit being touted as an 
effort to increase “sustainability,” the waste 
evident all throughout the conference was 
astounding. Every building was running the 
air-conditioning at full blast with the doors 
wide open, for example. In some rooms, the 
AC was so cold that journalists were mov- 
ing out from under the vents. 

Consuming less was apparently only 
a requirement for the ruled. The world’s 
rulers and their representatives stayed at 
five-star hotels and lived a lifestyle un- 
imaginable to most of the world — not 
to mention the millions of destitute Bra- 
zilians living in squalor throughout Rio’s 
infamous favela slums. 

Massive motorcades of gas-guzzling 
limos transported dictators and mass-mur- 
dering gangsters calling themselves “presi- 
dents,’ as well as their oversized entourag- 
es, to and from the venue. Meanwhile, other 
“VVIPs” — the term used by the UN to 
identify top officials at the summit — land- 
ed in carbon dioxide-spewing helicopters. 

When the environmental dignitaries left, 

security did too. At that point, residents of 
the slums in the area began pouring into 
the venue to scavenge for the remaining 
scraps left behind, looting the food court 
as the few remaining security guards were 
overwhelmed. The TNA team witnessed 
part of the commotion before leaving as 
dozens of favelados, as they’re called, ran 
out from the food court carrying what they 
could. 
Governments: Virtually every national 
government on Earth was represented 
at Rio+20. Delegates representing mass 
murderers, communist tyrants, genocidal 
maniacs, war criminals, Islamic theocra- 
cies, and more were all intermingling, 
supposedly defending the interests of their 
“citizens” while trying to hammer out an 
agreement to “save the world.” Of course, 
it does not take much knowledge about the 
world to understand that at least the vast 
majority of the regimes present at the table 
had ulterior motives. 

Unlike past conferences, government 
delegates at Rio+20 were kept in isola- 
tion, hiding behind security personnel in 
their own special pavilion. Organizations 
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Throughout Rio, armored personnel carriers, military helicopters, and machine gun-wielding 
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troops created a police state-type atmosphere — complete with checkpoints — that was 


pervasive during the summit. 


and the media were kept out — unless, of 
course, they could find a government will- 
ing to let them in. Even then, they were 
supposed to take care of business with the 
delegation that invited them through secu- 
rity and then promptly get out. 

Across from the main venue was an- 
other large area where governments and 
dictatorships set up booths to tout their 
own accomplishments. Seeking press cov- 
erage for a panel discussion hosted by the 
Islamic monarchy ruling Qatar, the TNA 
team was invited to attend and was picked 
up in a private car paid for by the regime. 

The discussion — on redefining the con- 
cept of rights to include things like food, 
rather than liberties — featured more than 
a few heavyweights, including UN boss 
Ban Ki-moon, a socialist former Spanish 
prime minister, heads of UN agencies, and 
many others. The AC was blasting there, 
too, in what was essentially an open-air 
tent. After chatting briefly with the Qatari 
ambassador to the UN who happens to be 
serving as the chief of the UN General 
Assembly, mostly about why and how he 
thought the global body should save the 
world, TNA decided to visit some of the 
other government booths. 

The communist dictatorship ruling over 
China had a massive setup where interested 
parties could learn about its supposed lead- 
ership on “sustainability” issues, though 
the regime seems to have toned down its 
celebration of the reduced “carbon emis- 
sions” achieved through its barbaric “one- 
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child” policy. Nobody was available for an 
interview with TNA, but we did get a “flash 
drive” containing documents. 

The European Union had a big booth, 
too, where participants were debating the 
role of regional regimes in the new green- 
world order. At the American government’s 
booth, the first visible flyer was promoting 
population control, while another touted 
USAID programs to achieve global “sus- 
tainability.” U.S. taxpayers’ money also 
went to hand out coffee — presumably 
sustainably grown coffee — to anyone who 
stopped by. It was delicious. 

Throughout the three-day summit, gov- 

ernment representatives, including some 
prime ministers and presidents, offered 
long speeches about sustainability, what 
they were doing, what should be done, and 
more. Their faces were broadcast through- 
out the conference center on huge screens 
so people could see the dignitaries no mat- 
ter where they went. But most people were 
not paying attention anyway. 
The Cheerleading “Media”: Supposedly 
unbiased members of the media applauded 
UN pronouncements in delight. The bizarre 
scene offered extraordinary insight into why 
the one-sided international press coverage 
of such summits has become so routine. 

Rather than asking hard questions about 
the alleged science or the true agenda, the 
vast majority of reports being churned out 
of the Rio+20 media room largely par- 
roted UN claims as if they were gospel. 
The “significant” UN announcement at 


the final major summit press conference 
included few details about the actual 
agreements or their implications. For the 
most part, Zukang and other conference 
speakers simply offered vague generalities 
about building a “sustainable” world for 
a “better future,” saying governments and 
businesses around the world had agreed to 
undertake massive “sustainability” efforts. 

“From the very beginning, we have said 
Rio+20 is about implementation. It is about 
concrete action. And the commitments that 
we share with you today demonstrate that 
governments, the UN system and the nine 
major groups are committed and serious 
about implementation,” said Zukang, the 
communist who also heads the UN Depart- 
ment of Economic and Social Affairs. “The 
total figure is now 692 registered commit- 
ments. Ladies and Gentlemen, this brings 
the estimated total value of commitments 
to $513 billion.” 

That’s when most of the supposed jour- 
nalists at the official press conference 
applauded and smiled upon hearing Zu- 
kang’s news. According to critics of the 
media reaction, they were behaving more 
like cheerleaders than objective reporters. 
But unlike past major international envi- 
ronmental summits, most of the press was 
kept in the dark about the negotiations 
throughout the final days of the summit 
— making the applause even more bizarre. 

The media applause continued after each 
speaker at the press conference — state- 
ments by politicians, bureaucrats, business 
leaders, and more all received a very warm 
reception from hundreds of journalists in 
attendance. When a non-profit foundation 
leader on the panel announced mandatory 
“sustainability education” for all Brazilian 
children enforceable by law, as well as the 
inclusion of “sustainable development” 
themes on national standardized tests, the 
reporters exhibited special delight. 

Later that night, when the Rio+20 ple- 
nary session finally voted to adopt the 
highly controversial UN document known 
as “The Future We Want,’ the media sec- 
tion at the conference center erupted with 
applause, cheering, and whistling as if a 
goal had been scored in a soccer game. 
When asked on camera by TNA why they 
were celebrating, some refused to talk, 
others said they were happy because the 
summit was over, and still more claimed 
not to know. 
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The anti-human attitude was 
encapsulated by a poster in one of the 
main halls of the conference showing a 


doctor diagnosing a “sick” Earth. The 
diagnosis, according to the image: “You 
have humans,” implying that humanity 
itself is a disease afflicting the planet. 


Even with the cheerleading media, how- 

ever, more than a few analysts and critics 
who spoke with TNA said the world was 
waking up to the UN’s schemes and its 
failed science — especially in the United 
States, where opposition to the global 
agenda is building while the public largely 
rejects the alarmism being hyped to push it. 
And those trends, especially with the rise of 
the Internet and the alternative media, are 
likely to continue accelerating. 
NGOs Demand Anti-liberty Global “Solu- 
tions”: As the summit got started on June 
20, a 17-year-old NGO activist gave a 
speech to the national delegates about how 
it was their duty to decide the fate of her 
future and the future of her children. It was 
a dramatic opening — official dignitaries 
seemed impressed. Strong agreements and 
global measures were needed to save the 
world, she insisted. 

Countless so-called NGOs were in at- 
tendance, supposedly representing “civil 


society.” Much of the funding 
for the groups comes from 
taxpayers, so, unsurprisingly, 
most of them loudly called for 
more and more government to 
stop poverty, environmental 
problems, gender inequality, 
class inequality, and innumer- 
able other real and perceived 
issues affecting the planet. 
The Brazilian government 
helped them along, spending 
millions of taxpayer dollars to 
create a “People’s Summit.” Immediately 
upon arrival, this reporter was approached 
by a man wearing a giant condom suit 
handing out taxpayer-funded condoms 
from the “Ministry of Health” to the tax- 
payer-funded activists at the taxpayer-fund- 
ed “People’s Summit.” Military helicopters 
were swarming overhead the whole time. 
The TNA team spent several hours pe- 
rusing the whole area. We spoke to social- 
ists of various persuasions ranging from 
a representative of the Movement for So- 
cialism, who did not think Latin America’s 
socialist despots were radical enough, to a 
spokesperson for the “Movement to End 
Capitalism,” who said the group desired 
reform that was impossible to achieve 
through politics and that money should be 
abolished. When asked how it might be ac- 
complished without the existing political 
system, however, they offered few details. 
A partially tax-funded Danish artist 
with “Art in Defense of Humanism” was 


In a series of surreal scenes, when Rio+20 Secretary-General 
Sha Zukang, UN boss Ban Ki-moon, and Brazilian President Dilma 
Rousseff made big announcements, supposed journalists applauded. 


there with a series of exhibits including a 
decent-sized replica of the Statue of Lib- 
erty with the words “Freedom to Pollute” 
written across it. Another piece he was 
showing off featured a young pregnant girl 
on a crucifix, which he said was a protest 
against the Catholic Church for its opposi- 
tion to sex education, contraception, pre- 
marital sex, abortion, and other teachings. 

Many of the activists at Rio+20 were 
no doubt sincere. TNA interviewed some 
young Brazilians wearing funny-looking 
pig costumes, for example, who were pas- 
sionately representing “Rio+Veg.” The 
swine-suit-clad trio was very friendly as 
they explained the environmental ben- 
efits of vegetarianism. However, their 
mission at the conference — lobbying 
governments and the UN to curtail meat 
consumption — was typical of the NGOs’ 
mindset: coercive power must be used to 
reform and guide humanity. 

Opponents of the environmental agenda 
have called for an end to all taxpayer sub- 
sidies for NGOs, calling the government- 
funded groups “AstroTurf”’ designed to 
apply pressure from below and create the 
impression of popular support for the UN 
schemes. Of course, not all of the organi- 
zations receive public funds, but many do, 
even amid an economic crisis that has left 
untold millions completely destitute. 

A few NGOs were at Rio+20 actually 
promoting what seemed to be real solu- 
tions to real problems. The Brazilian As- 
sociation for Sustainable Development 
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(ABIDES), for example, gave a presen- 
tation explaining that true sustainability 
should mean protecting nature while lift- 
ing people out of poverty — and it should 
start at the local level. 

“The UN is speaking at a level that is 
not close to reality,” said ABIDES Presi- 
dent Everton Carvalho in an interview 
with TNA, noting that the real issues — 
increasing food production, developing 
infrastructure, creating jobs, and promot- 
ing economic growth — should be dealt 
with by locals who understand what is 
needed. “You have to solve the problems 
that are real, right now, for us.” 

Other organizations with representa- 

tives at Rio+20 promoting market solu- 
tions, economic growth, private property, 
real science, and individual liberty in- 
cluded the Committee for a Constructive 
Tomorrow (CFACT) and the Competitive 
Enterprise Institute. However, such groups 
were a tiny, tiny minority. The vast major- 
ity of NGOs were busy calling on the UN 
and world governments to expand their 
powers under the guise of environmental- 
ism, poverty, and more. 
Big Business Joins Forces With UN & 
World Governments: Despite the widely 
held misconception of Big Business and 
Big Government as being at odds with 
each other, many of the world’s top cor- 
porate chieftains played a central role 
throughout the UN conference. Many lit- 
erally begged the global institution and its 
member governments for new regulations 
and more economic meddling. 

“Businesses like regulation,” said Gen- 
eral Electric Brazil CEO Adriana Mac- 
hado during a World Business Council for 
Sustainable Business panel discussion, 
without mentioning how much the U.S.- 
based side of GE has benefited at taxpayer 
expense. “Regulation is necessary to show 
companies who want to get better on how 
to get there.” 

In an interview with TNA, Infosys co- 
chairman Senapathy “Kris” Gopalakrish- 
nan, who also served as chief of an inter- 
national coalition of companies known as 
“Business Action for Sustainable Devel- 
opment,” offered similar remarks on join- 
ing hands with government. “As we move 
forward we have to start thinking about 
some policy framework, including regula- 
tions,” he said, adding that businesses — 
which participated at Rio+20 in “record 
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numbers” — should partner with “civil 
society” and governments to create rules. 
“Tt should be a public-private partnership 
in creating those regulations.” 

Other CEOs and corporate leaders 
spoke of creating an “alliance” between 
government and enterprise — for “sus- 
tainability” purposes, of course. Indeed, 
there are now close to 10,000 corpora- 
tions participating in the UN Global 
Compact, which aims to have businesses 
submit to the global body’s schemes and 
“catalyze actions in support of broader 
UN goals.” The Rockefeller Foundation’s 
president wholeheartedly agreed. 

Mega-companies at the summit — 
some of which have received massive 
taxpayer bailouts even in recent years — 
were so enthusiastic about the UN agenda 
that many of them offered billions for the 
cause. Bank of America, after receiving 
some $45 billion directly from American 
taxpayers, more than $100 billion in gov- 
ernment loan guarantees, and even more in 
bailouts from the Federal Reserve, for ex- 
ample, pledged $50 billion to the agenda 
over the next decade. Many other top firms 
made similarly grandiose promises. 

So-called “multilateral development 


At the tax-funded “People’s Summit,” 
a humanist artist displayed his statue of 
liberty with “freedom to pollute” written 
across it, as well as a crucified pregnant 
girl to protest Catholic teachings. 
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banks” — taxpayer-backed transnational 
institutions working to finance the erosion 
of national sovereignty while putting pop- 
ulations in perpetual debt for their leaders’ 
extravagant borrowing — pledged around 
$175 billion for “sustainability” schemes 
as well. The World Bank and the Inter- 
American Development Bank were both 
among the participants. 

“We commit our institutions’ support 
for implementing the sustainable devel- 
opment for all agenda,” the banks said in 
a joint statement, noting that they would 
help harmonize and build policies around 
the world to advance the controversial 
“green” schemes. “We will work together 
to support global transformation in line 
with Rio+20 agreements.” Apparently the 
public-private financing plan, as UN docu- 
ments revealed before the summit, will use 
coercive power to prod investors and com- 
panies into showering more resources on 
“sustainability” schemes. 

One analyst, Ronald Bailey, who cov- 
ered the summit for the libertarian Reason 
magazine, described the agenda of many 
Corporate Sustainability Forum partici- 
pants as “green crony capitalism’ — espe- 
cially because virtually every panel touted 
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Their beef on display: Many NGOs at Rio+20 were undoubtedly sincere. Among them, these 
“Rio+Veg” vegetarian activists thought the UN and world governments should use coercive power 
to reduce meat consumption for environmental “sustainability.” 


so-called “public-private partnerships” as 
the way to achieve “sustainability.” 

Obviously, not every corporate action 
taken under the guise of “sustainability” 
is necessarily wrong. Some firms, for 
example, are simply seeking to reduce 
costs by lowering water or electricity 
consumption, which would, in theory, 
benefit consumers by making production 
cheaper. However, for most of the busi- 
nesses at Rio+20, benefiting consumers 
was — at the very least — not the main 
objective. 

“The reason lots and lots of businesses 
are in Rio is they’re rent-seeking,” Co- 
penhagen Business School Professor 
Bjgrn Lomborg, author of The Skeptical 
Environmentalist, was quoted as saying. 
“They’re looking for huge potential subsi- 
dies for everything they produce.” 

Other analysts described the open 
discussions on “collaboration” between 
business and governments as something 
even more alarming, pointing to Benito 
Mussolini’s widely quoted definition of 
fascism: “‘a merger of state and corporate 
power.” Some observers also used the 
term “corporatism” to describe the ever- 
deepening bonds between the private sec- 
tor and coercive power. 
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The Outcomes 

The fact that Obama stayed away was 
seized upon by virtually every critic — 
from lawmakers and scientists to activists 
and NGOs — to point out that the UN 
agenda has now become extraordinarily 
unpopular, at least among the American 
voting public. Following the “global- 
warming” debacles and the seemingly 
never-ending series of “green energy” 
scandals in the wake of Solyndra’s bank- 
ruptcy, federal involvement in “green” 
schemes has indeed become politically 
toxic — not to mention the UN as an in- 
stitution. 

CFACT Executive Director Craig Ruck- 
er told TNA that the UN and its tax-funded 
affiliates would not give up their funding 
without a fight. But he also expressed hope 
that the UN’s grandiose vision of increased 
powers for itself and more centralization at 
the international level would not come to 
fruition — especially in the wake of the 
climate-scare meltdown. 

The swarms of NGOs and UN bureau- 
crats, of course, had high hopes for the 
summit in terms of advancing their agen- 
da and perpetuating their tax-subsidized 
existence. But considering the lack of 
binding agreements or significant prog- 


ress on moving the schemes forward, the 
feeling of disappointment among many 
of the key players was overwhelming. 
Greenpeace, for example, said Rio+20 
was a “failure of epic proportions.” Not 
everyone was as downbeat, however. 
Some supporters of the UN agenda noted 
with pleasure the creation of a “high 
level” forum on sustainability to keep 
working on the schemes. 

Meanwhile, Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton — without citing any constitution- 
al or congressional authority — pledged 
some $2 billion in taxpayer funds to ad- 
vance the agenda. In all, more than $500 
billion in pledges and commitments from 
governments and companies were secured 
to advance the agenda — more than at any 
previous UN summit. 

The final agreement, dubbed “The Fu- 
ture We Want,” also contained a broad 
range of controversial statements. A ref- 
erence to “Mother Earth” made it in, for 
instance, and governments reaffirmed that 
they would be “guided” by the principles 
of the UN while working for “good gov- 
ernance” at the international level with 
strengthened and more expensive UN in- 
stitutions. The agreement also emphasized 
moving forward with implementation of 
Agenda 21 and past treaties — including 
more than a few that openly represent seri- 
ous threats to property rights, liberty, and 
national sovereignty. 

Increased government involvement 
in education and resource allocation ap- 
peared multiple times, including recogni- 
tion that “fundamental changes in the way 
societies consume and produce are indis- 
pensable for achieving global sustainable 
development.” Contraception and code 
terminology widely understood to mean 
universal access to legal abortion were 
also key. Environmental problems and 
poverty, meanwhile, will only get worse, 
at least if the agreement offers any sense 
of the future to come.* 

The UN and supporters of its agenda 
may not have achieved all of their sweep- 
ing goals at the summit. But the document 
they did agree to and the hundreds of com- 
mitments ensured that the global govern- 
ment, anti-liberty scheming will march on 
— at least for a while more. 


* For more information on the final agreement, visit 
http://thenewamerican.com/rio-20/item/11929 
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“Climate Science”’ in Shambles: 


Real Scientists Battle UN's Political Operatives 


More than 125 significant scandals have been uncovered regarding claims that human 
activity is causing the Earth to overheat, and a flood of scientists is becoming “skeptics.” 


by William F. Jasper 


of times — for science. Over the past 

several years, the world has been 
spectator to an alarming meltdown as one 
serious scandal after another has publicly 
exposed many of the world’s most presti- 
gious scientific organizations, institutions, 
and publications as being captives of rigid 
ideologues who employ rigged computer 
models, fraudulent “evidence,” censor- 
ship, and intimidation to advance a radical 
“green” political agenda and to squelch 
genuine scientific inquiry and debate. 

Some of the preeminent scientists in- 
volved in promoting global-warming 
alarmism have been disgraced and dis- 
credited, after being caught in flagrante 
in unethical and illegal activities. Even 
before the 2009 “Climategate” e-mail 
scandal, many leading scientists who had 
earlier been true believers in man-made 
global warming (anthropogenic global 
warming, or AGW) had begun jumping 
ship and joining the AGW skeptic side. 
Since then, the defections have turned into 
a veritable flood, making this one of the 
great untold stories of the major establish- 
ment media, which continue to trumpet the 
alarmist propaganda. 

Two defections were particularly strik- 
ing as world leaders and tens of thousands 
of delegates, NGO activists, and journal- 
ists gathered in Rio de Janeiro in June for 
the United Nations Rio+20 Conference 
on Sustainable Development. In an inter- 
view with the U.K. Guardian on the eve 
of the summit, James Lovelock, the Brit- 
ish inventor, NASA scientist, author, and 
originator of the Gaia Hypothesis, mocked 
sustainable development as “meaningless 
drivel,” and said the UN makes “a mess” 
of everything it gets involved with. In 
2006, Lovelock, one of the world’s most 
famous environmentalist gurus, asserted 
that due to global warming “billions of 
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Professor Fritz Vahrenholt (center), one of Europe’s most prominent environmentalists and a former 
global-warming alarmist, is one of the many scientists who now expose the IPCC’s bogus claims. 


us will die and the few breeding pairs of 
people that survive will be in the Arctic 
where the climate remains tolerable.” He 
now says his predictions were “alarmist,” 
and he criticizes his former comrades for 
having turned environmentalism into a 
“green religion.” Lovelock also endorses 
nuclear power and expanded development 
of natural gas through hydraulic fracturing, 
or “fracking.” But his ultimate heresy 
is his withering rejection of so-called 
“renewable energy,” especially wind 
power, as a viable replacement for carbon- 
based fuels. 

“We rushed into renewable energy 
without any thought,” says Lovelock. “The 
schemes are largely hopelessly inefficient 
and unpleasant.” He has upset many of 
his erstwhile green brethren for attacking 
wind turbines and wind farms as “ugly and 
useless.” 

Professor Fritz Vahrenholt is another 
recent green heretic. A founding father 


of Germany’s environmental movement 
and a director of one of Europe’s largest 
alternative energy companies, Vahrenholt 
stunned the "greens" in February of this 
year with publication of the climate- 
skeptic book Die Kalte Sonne (The 
Cold Sun), which scorches the UN’s 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change (IPCC) and other alarmists. 
Co-authored with noted geologist/ 
paleontologist Dr. Sebastian Liining, the 
book was published by one of Germany’s 
premier book publishers and (amazingly) 
received hugely positive reviews in the 
major German media. On February 7, 
Germany’s leading daily newspaper, Bild 
(16 million circulation), devoted a half 
page to the Vahrenholt story, under the 
headline: “The CO, Lie: Renowned team of 
scientists claim the climate catastrophe is 
fear-mongering by politics.” Bild followed 
up with a series of stories on Vahrenholt’s 
defection and the mounting evidence of 
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massive fraud from the climate alarmists. 

Germany’s flagship weekly news mag- 
azine Der Spiegel featured a four-page 
exclusive interview with Vahrenholt. Eu- 
rope’s climate-alarmism industry was 
shellshocked. On June 18, two days before 
the opening of Rio+20, Vahrenholt sent 
another shock, with an op-ed in Britain’s 
Telegraph entitled “Global warming: sec- 
ond thoughts of an environmentalist.” 

“For many years, I was an active 
supporter of the IPCC and its CO, theory,” 
Vahrenholt wrote in the Telegraph. 
“Recent experience with the UN’s climate 
panel, however, forced me to reassess my 
position. In February 2010, I was invited as 
a reviewer for the IPCC report on renewable 
energy. I realised that the drafting of the 
report was done in anything but a scientific 
manner. The report was littered with errors 
and a member of Greenpeace edited the 
final version. These developments shocked 
me. I thought, if such things can happen in 
this report, then they might happen in other 
IPCC reports too.” 


Crash Goes the “Consensus” 

“All agree that climate change is an ex- 
istential threat to humankind,” stated UN 
Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon, before 
the UN’s 2009 Climate Change Confer- 
ence in Copenhagen. “All agree’? “Exis- 
tential threat”? In this statement, the chief 


UN bureaucrat took the false “consensus” 
claim a quantum leap beyond even Al 
Gore’s lurid assertions. The Gore choir 
has been declaring for years that there is 
an overwhelming “consensus” among sci- 
entists that catastrophic AGW is real and 
imminent. According to Ban Ki-moon, 
we’ve gone beyond consensus to unanim- 
ity, and not just among scientists but “all,” 
presumably meaning every person on 
Earth agrees that global warming is a dire 
threat to humanity’s very existence. That, 
of course, is nonsense. 

However, while Ban’s unanimity plea 
is easily recognizable as patently ridicu- 
lous, the consensus claim has bamboozled 
a great many people, including scientists 
who should know better. Aside from the 
fact that science is not determined by con- 
sensus, but by observation, experimenta- 
tion, and measurement, the truth is that the 
AGW “consensus” involves a relatively 
small coterie of climate scientists who 
have been placed in key gatekeeper posi- 
tions, enabling them to co-opt the claim 
of “scientific consensus” on AGW, while 
squashing dissenting voices and brand- 
ing all dissenters as “cranks,” “outliers,” 
or, even, “deniers.” The use of the “de- 
nier” label is an especially odious tactic, 
intentionally aimed at smearing fellow 
scientists who dissent from AGW theory 
as equivalent to Holocaust deniers. The 


James Lovelock, inventor, 
NASA scientist, and author of 
books on the Gaia Hypothesis 
(Gaia statue in background), 
now says his dire warnings of 
global warming were extreme 
alarmism. 


Climategate e-mails showed top climate 
activists at major universities and other 
institutions conspiring to punish scientists 
with opposing viewpoints and to prevent 
them from being published in the scientific 
literature. It also showed that they were 
going to great lengths to doctor their evi- 
dence to make it “prove” their preordained 
outcomes. What’s more, they have refused 
to make their data publicly available to 
scientific peers for independent review — 
as genuine scientific procedure demands 
— and when pressed on the issue, have 
claimed that the evidence has been “lost.” 
Some of the top names in climate alarm- 
ism — Michael Mann, Phil Jones, Kevin 
Trenberth, Rajendra Pachauri, Stephan 
Ramsdorf, James Hansen, Peter Gleick 
— demonstrated repeatedly that they are 
engaged in abusing science for a global 
political agenda. 

The AGW consensus scam is one of 
the most astounding frauds in all of his- 
tory, not only because it is patently false, 
but also because it is being used to pro- 
pel the most sweeping and authoritarian 
scheme for global economic, social, and 
political regimentation the world has 
ever seen. This is not merely a theoreti- 
cal scientific debate; the alleged “science” 
is being used to drive policy and legisla- 
tion — at a global level. The policies they 
have already succeeded in imposing have 
caused devastating impacts, especially on 
the world’s poorest populations. The ad- 
ditional policies they propose would cause 
even more horrendous results. The AGW 
alarmists insist that “science has spoken,” 
and it is telling us, they say, that we must 
subject ourselves to UN-mandated global 
governance — which is to be determined, 
of course, by scientists who toe the UN- 
approved, IPCC-certified party line. 

Although the liberal-left mainstream 
media has chosen to side with the climate 
alarmists, the other side of the story has 
been getting out through the alternative 
media. In April of this year, 49 former top 
NASA scientists and astronauts released 
a letter they had earlier sent to NASA ad- 
ministrator Charles Bolden expressing their 
belief that the claims of NASA, and specifi- 
cally its Goddard Institute for Space Stud- 
ies (GISS), “that man-made carbon dioxide 
is having a catastrophic impact on global 
climate change are not substantiated.” 

A large number of noted climatologists, 
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paleoclimatologists, meteorologists, 
atmospheric physicists, geophysicists, 
oceanographers, geologists, and 
scientists in virtually every field has 
been challenging the claims of the 
UN’s IPCC and vigorously denouncing 
the politicization of IPCC “science” to 
promote costly and draconian global 
policies. Some of the IPCC’s most severe 
critics are scientists who have served as 
lead authors and expert reviewers of 
IPCC reports and have witnessed from 
the inside the blatant bias and politics 
masquerading as science. Former and 
current IPCC scientists who have spoken 
out against the IPCC’s abuse of science 
include Dr. Richard Lindzen, MIT cli- 
mate physicist and Alfred P. Sloan Pro- 
fessor of meteorology, Dept. of Earth, 
Atmospheric and Planetary Sciences; 
Dr. John Christy, a climatologist of the 
University of Alabama in Huntsville and 
NASA; Dr. Lee C. Gerhard, past direc- 
tor and state geologist with the Kansas 
Geological Society and a senior scientist 
emeritus of the University of Kansas; 
Dr. Patrick J. Michaels, former Virginia 
State climatologist, a UN IPCC review- 
er, and University of Virginia professor 
of environmental sciences; Dr. Vincent 
Gray, New Zealand chemist and climate 
researcher; Dr. Tom V. Segalstad, geolo- 
gist/geochemist, head of the Geological 
Museum in Norway; and Dr. John T. 
Everett, a former National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) se- 
nior manager and project manager for the 
UN Atlas of the Oceans. 

The above-mentioned IPCC experts 
represent only a tiny subset of the scien- 
tists involved in the climate debate who 
take serious issue with the alarmist claims. 
More than 31,000 scientists in the United 
States have signed a petition urging the 
U.S. government to reject the kinds of 
AGW policies proposed by the UN and 
environmental extremists. The Petition 
Project, organized by Dr. Arthur Robinson 
of the Oregon Institute of Science and 
Medicine and Dr. Frederick Seitz, past 
president of the National Academy of 
Sciences, refutes claims that there is any 
kind of “consensus” regarding man-made 
global warming as a crisis or existential 
threat. The petition reads, in part: 


The proposed limits on greenhouse 
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James Hansen, director of NASA’s Goddard Institute for Space Studies, shown here at a climate 
protest, has been arrested multiple times during protest activities. He is a prime example of AGW 
politicized science. 


gases would harm the environment, 
hinder the advance of science and 
technology, and damage the health 
and welfare of mankind. There is no 
convincing scientific evidence that 
human release of carbon dioxide, 
methane, or other greenhouse gasses 
is causing or will, in the foreseeable 
future, cause catastrophic heating of 
the Earth’s atmosphere and disrup- 
tion of the Earth’s climate. 


More than 1,000 internationally renowned 
scientists have gone further; they have 
not merely signed a petition, but have 
made public statements challenging key 
claims of the AGW alarmists. Published 
in 2010, in a report by Marc Morano of 
ClimateDepot.com, this important col- 
lection of statements is an update of a 
similar report of 700 scien- 
tists’ statements published 
by Senator James Inhofe of 
the U.S. Senate Environment 
& Public Works Commit- 
tee. The 1,000+ lineup of 
scientists reads like a Who’s 
Who of the global scientific 
community. It includes Dr. 
William Happer, Cyrus Fogg 
Bracket professor of physics, 
Princeton University; Dr. 
Leonard Weinstein, 35 years 


at the NASA Langley Research Center 
and presently a senior research fellow at 
the National Institute of Aerospace; Nobel 
Prize-winning Stanford University physi- 
cist Dr. Robert B. Laughlin, formerly a 
research scientist at Lawrence Livermore 
National Laboratory; Dr. Anatoly Levitin, 
the head of the geomagnetic variations 
laboratory at the Institute of Terrestrial 
Magnetism, Ionosphere and Radiowave 
Propagation of the Russian Academy of 
Sciences; Swedish climatologist Dr. Hans 
Jelbring of the Paleogeophysics & Geo- 
dynamics Unit at Stockholm University; 
Burt Rutan, renowned engineer, inventor, 
and aviation/space pioneer; and Dr. Willie 
Soon, Harvard-Smithsonian Center astro- 
physicist. 

Again, the aforementioned people 
represent but a small sampling of the 


Some of the Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change’s most severe critics 
are scientists who have served as lead 


authors and expert reviewers of IPCC 
reports and have witnessed from the 
inside the blatant bias and politics 
masquerading as science. 
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distinguished company of international 
scientific heavyweights who dispute the 
so-called AGW consensus. This is im- 
portant to note, as the climate alarmists 
have gone to great lengths in using the 
logical fallacy of “argument by author- 
ity” to convince us that only right-wing 
whackos and illiterate wingnuts reject 
Al Gore’s “the science is settled” trope. 
The IPCC alarmists and their media allies 
never weary of telling us that the IPCC’s 
reports represent the views of 4,000 cli- 
mate scientists who endorse the IPCC’s 
sense of crisis and alarm. However, as 
researcher John McLean reported in his 
2009 study entitled “The IPCC Can’t 
Count Its ‘Expert Scientists’: Author 
and Reviewer Numbers Are Wrong,” the 
UN’s preeminent science body double- 
counts scientists and further pads their 
numbers by counting many non-scientific 
personnel who participate in the research 
assessments. Finally, the IPCC’s non-sci- 
entist policy wonks who write the politi- 
cal conclusions of the IPCC reports hi- 
jack whatever real science has been done 
by its qualified experts, falsely attribut- 
ing a nonexistent consensus or unanim- 
ity to the scientific teams and ignoring 
the reservations or dissenting opinions 
of the non-conformists. McLean’s analy- 
sis, published by the Science & Public 
Policy Institute (SPPI), found that the 
“4,000 scientists” consensus claim for 
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the IPCC’s 4th Assessment (2010) was 
spectacularly exaggerated. He notes: 


Fifty-three authors and five reviewers 
are all that might generously be said 
to have explicitly supported the claim 
of a significant human influence on 
climate. Forget any notion that 4,000 
scientists supported the claim or 
even the 3750+ people as mentioned 
by the IPCC. Also forget any notion 
that all 2890 individuals who were 
authors, reviewers or both supported 
the claim. The only explicit evidence 
is for support from just less than 60 
individuals. 


Please note, the number of scientists in 
the IPCC report that the organization may 
honestly be able to say have endorsed the 
IPCC’s AGW catastrophism, is more on 
the order of 50-60 individuals, not 4,000. 
That is a very significant discrepancy, to 
say the least! It has taken a long time for 
the thousands of AGW skeptics (or “cli- 
mate realists,” as many prefer to be called) 
to come to the fore. 

Until recently, the AGW alarmists defi- 
nitely had the upper hand. For one thing, 
they have been organized. For another, 
they have been outspending the climate 
realists by a huge order of magnitude. In 
2007, Sen. James Inhofe (R-Okla.), the 
ranking member of the Environment & 


Rajendra K. Pachauri, who heads 
the UN’s IPCC and the Yale Climate 
and Energy Institute, has presided 
Over some of the most corrupt and 
politicized climate “science.” 


Public Works Committee, showed that 
proponents of man-made global warming 
enjoyed a monumental funding advan- 
tage over the skeptics. The alarmists had 
received a whopping $50 billion — most- 
ly from the federal government — com- 
pared to “a paltry $19 million and some 
change” for the realists. A 2009 study en- 
titled “Climate Money,” by Joanne Nova 
for the Science & Public Policy Institute, 
found that the U.S. government had sunk 
$79 billion into climate-change-related 
activities (science research, alternative 
energy technology, foreign aid, etc.) be- 
tween 1989 and 2009. That total does not 
include additional massive funding from 
state governments, foundations, and cor- 
porations. Similar levels of funding have 
been poured into “climate policy” by 
European Union institutions and the na- 
tional governments of European nations 
and Japan. This super-extravagant lavish- 
ing of state funding on a new scientific 
field has created an instant global climate 
industry that is government-fed and com- 
pletely political. However, these sums, 
impressive as they are, represent only the 
very tip of the mountain of “climate cash” 
that has the political classes panting and 
salivating. They smell not only tens of 
billions of dollars for research and tech- 
nology, but also hundreds of billions for 
“climate debt” foreign aid, and trillions to 
be made in CO, cap-and-trade schemes. 
The politicization and corruption of 
climate science is, perhaps, most clearly 
evident from the continuing cavalcade 
of shocking scandals: Climategate, 
Climategate 2.0, Himalayan Glacier- 
gate, Alaskan Glaciergate, Amazongate, 
Sea Levelgate, Fakegate, Satellitegate, 
Antarctic Sea Icegate, Hockey Stick- 
gate, Hurricanegate, Surface Weather 
Stationgate, Russiagate, etc. The Ger- 
many-based engineer P. Gosselin has 
catalogued 129 climate scandals at his 
website, NoTrickZone.com. Fortunate- 
ly, each of these transgressions against 
the integrity of science has caused new 
circles of scientists to become aware of, 
and outraged by, the chicanery being em- 
ployed by the political operatives mas- 
querading as scientists. And the genuine 
scientists are stepping into the gap in 
increasing numbers to fight for truth and 
to expose the climate-change flim-flam 
artists who are perverting science. 
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Sustainable Freedom: 


Surging Opposition to Agenda 21, “Sustainable Development” 


Rejecting the provisions of the UN’s Agenda 21, which lays out the UN’s version of a 
sustainable future, is proving to be popular across the political spectrum. 


by Alex Newman 


labama banned it. The Republi- 
A can National Committee (RNC) 

officially opposes it. Even a 
group of Democrats has now joined the 
fight. And the movement to stop it is 
growing stronger every single day. Twenty 
years after the United Nations birthed the 
global “sustainable development” scheme 
known as Agenda 21, its tentacles have 
stretched across America into every level 
of government. But the battle to stop it is 
in full swing. 

While the planetary plot was never 
ratified by the U.S. Senate, the execu- 
tive branch has played a crucial role in its 
success thus far, using grants and man- 
dates to foist it on the American people. 
Bush, Clinton, and Obama all worked on 
implementing it. But now, activists from 
across the political spectrum — Tea Party 
groups, Occupy Wall Street types, Repub- 
licans, liberals, and moderates — are turn- 
ing up the heat. Scientists are defecting in 
record numbers, too. 

Of course, opposition has existed all 
along, though it was largely ignored by the 
establishment press and the political class. 
In the United States in recent years, how- 
ever, outrage over the controversial global 
plan has become overwhelming — impos- 
sible to conceal any longer. So in response 
to the growing nationwide outcry, cities, 
counties, political parties, and states have 
all started to take action to defend citizens 
and their rights. It is paying off; more vic- 
tories are being announced almost weekly. 


“Think globally, act locally” 

“Think globally, act locally” has been the 
marching slogan of the environmental 
Left for many years, as its partisans have 
worked to fasten, incrementally, more and 
more of Agenda 21’s global mandates on 
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Nix on Agenda 21: Alabama Governor Robert Bentley signed into law legislation passed 
unanimously by both houses of the legislature banning the UN’s Agenda 21 in the state of Alabama. 


local communities. In the past few years, 
opponents of Agenda 21 have gone to the 
same playbook. 

Local governments, for example, are 
withdrawing en masse from the UN’s 
chief mechanism for foisting the plan 
on communities: ICLEI-Local Govern- 
ments for Local Environmental Initiatives 
— formerly known as the International 


Council of Local Environmental Initia- 
tives. Dozens of cities and counties have 
already withdrawn from ICLEI in recent 
years. In fact, membership in the inter- 
national organization has declined from 
over 600 local governments in America 
in 2009 to well under 550 today. And a 
new wave of withdrawals is expected in 
2012 as public outrage over the schemes 
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Activists from across the political 
spectrum — Tea Party groups, Occupy 
Wall Street types, Republicans, liberals, 


and moderates — are turning up the heat 
on Agenda 21. Scientists are defecting in 


record numbers, too. 


and the dangers they represent to freedom 
continues to build. 

“This organization is a threat to our in- 
dividual rights and our local government’s 
sovereignty in decision-making,” noted 
College Station, Texas, City Councilman 
Jess Fields when announcing that the local 
government was withdrawing from ICLEI, 
citing UN documents to highlight the dan- 
ger. “It is an insidious, extreme institution 
that does not represent our citizens, and 
for our taxpayers to continue to fund it 
would be ridiculous.” 

“We do not need international organiza- 
tions leading the way for us in how we de- 
velop our planning and development tools 
and regulations,” Fields added. “It is bet- 
ter for policies to reflect the actual needs 
of our community than some amorphous 
concept of greenness or sustainability, 


promoted by an overarching 
international body.” 

Shortly after College Sta- 
tion’s withdrawal, Irving, 
Texas, also dropped its mem- 
bership. “Agenda 21 is be- 
coming a hot issue in Texas 
because of its connection to 
the United Nations,” noted 
activist Frank Koch, founder 
of the grass-roots group Stop 
Agenda 21 in Texas working 
to expose and fight the UN 
scheme in the Lone Star State. “I applaud 
Irving, Texas, for having the wisdom to 
join the growing number of cities reject- 
ing this insidious program.” 

Ocean County, New Jersey, rejected 
the scheme recently as well. “Accord- 
ing to Agenda 21 policy, social justice is 
described as the right and opportunity of 
all people to benefit equally from the re- 
sources afforded us by society and the en- 
vironment which would be accomplished 
by socialist/communist redistribution of 
wealth,” county lawmakers said in a reso- 
lution slamming ICLEI and the UN. 


Statement by States 

State officials all across the country, mean- 
while, are fighting back as well. Alabama 
recently became the first state to formally 


“Agenda 21 is wrong, and 
it must be stopped,” says 
Republican U.S. Senate 
candidate in Texas, Ted Cruz. 


AP Images 


ban Agenda 21 within its territory, adopt- 
ing a strongly worded law prohibiting any 
involvement in the scheme by state agen- 
cies or local governments. The legislation 
was passed unanimously in both the Ala- 
bama House and Senate. 

“The State of Alabama and all political 
subdivisions may not adopt or implement 
policy recommendations that deliberately 
or inadvertently infringe or restrict private 
property rights without due process, as 
may be required by policy recommenda- 
tions originating in, or traceable to ‘Agen- 
da 21,’” the law states. 

The people of Alabama, acting through 
their elected representatives — not UN bu- 
reaucrats — have the authority to develop 
the state’s environmental and development 
policies, the official synopsis of the law 
explains. Therefore, infringements on the 
property rights of citizens linked to “any 
other international law or ancillary plan 
of action that contravenes the Constitution 
of the United States or the Constitution of 
the State of Alabama” are also prohibited 
under the new measure. 

As the law points out, the UN has en- 
listed a broad array of non-governmental 
and inter-governmental organizations in its 
effort to foist Agenda 21 on the world, most 
notably the Germany-based ICLEI. But the 
new measure takes direct aim at that prob- 
lem, too: “The State of Alabama and all po- 
litical subdivisions may not enter into any 
agreement, expend any sum of money, or 
receive funds contracting services, or giv- 
ing financial aid to or from” any such enti- 
ties, as defined in Agenda 21 documents. 

Responding to an article about the new 
law, popular U.K. Telegraph columnist 
James Delingpole said Alabama had just 
“helped save the world” with its victory 
against Agenda 21. Citing Delingpole’s 
piece, Investor’s Business Daily said in an 
editorial: “Alabama has just told the U.N. 
and the EPA what they need to be told — 
don’t tread on us.” The alternative media, 
of course, praised the landmark achieve- 
ment as well. 

Before Alabama adopted its tough law, 
lawmakers in Arizona almost succeeded 
in adopting a similar measure. The popu- 
lar bill would have prohibited all state 
agencies and political subdivisions from 
implementing or supporting any portion 
of the UN’s so-called “sustainable devel- 
opment” scheme. After being approved by 
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the state Senate, it cleared 
several initial hurdles in 
Arizona’s House of Repre- 
sentatives. The legislative 
session, however, ended be- 
fore the measure obtained 
final approval. 

Tennessee recently ad- 
opted a strongly worded 
resolution slamming the UN 
scheme as “insidious” and 
“socialist.” “This United 
Nations Agenda 21 plan of 
radical so-called ‘sustain- 
able development’ views 
the American way of life 
of private property owner- 
ship, single-family homes, 
private car ownership and 
individual travel choices, 
and privately owned farms 
all as destructive to the en- 
vironment,” the resolution 
explains. “We hereby en- 
dorse rejection of its radical 
policies and rejection of any 
grant monies attached to it.” 

Kansas, New Hampshire, Arkansas, 
Louisiana, and numerous other state leg- 
islatures are also working on similar anti- 
Agenda 21 measures. 


Going Forward 

The RNC adopted a strongly worded reso- 
lution slamming Agenda 21. “The United 
Nations Agenda 21 is a comprehensive 
plan of extreme environmentalism, social 
engineering, and global political control,” 
it states, noting that the scheme would — 
by its own admission in official documents 
— use “socialist” and “communist” redis- 
tribution of wealth to advance the UN’s 
vision of so-called “social justice.” 

“The Republican National Committee 
recognizes the destructive and insidious 
nature of United Nations Agenda 21 and 
hereby exposes to the public and public 
policy makers the dangerous intent of the 
plan,” it added. 

Numerous state parties followed suit. 
The Texas GOP, for example, passed a 
resolution denouncing Agenda 21 as a se- 
rious threat to the U.S. Constitution, the 
individual rights of Americans, and the 
institution of private property. 

On June 2, North Carolina’s GOP also 
adopted a resolution. 
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A broad array of activists and organi- 
zations ranging from Democrats Against 
UN Agenda 21 to The John Birch Society, 
Americans for Prosperity, Tom DeWeese’s 
American Policy Center, and numerous 
other conservative and libertarian groups 
has put the UN scheme on the map. And 
candidates for office all across the land, 
from city and county government to state 
legislatures, to governor (North Carolina) 
to the U.S. Senate (Texas), have made op- 
position to Agenda 21 a focal point of their 
campaigns. 

Former Charlotte, North Carolina, 
Mayor Pat McCrory, who is now the Re- 
publican candidate for governor of the Tar 
Heel State, says he is “proud to support” the 
NCGOP’s resolution against Agenda 21. 

“Under the guise of world sustainabil- 
ity the plan establishes a regime of rules 
that attempt[s] to bypass Congress and the 
American people, handing ... power over 
vast areas of the US economy to unelected 
UN bureaucrats,” said insurgent Tea Party 
Republican Ted Cruz, a leading contender 
in Texas’ U.S. Senate race. “Agenda 21 is 
wrong, and it must be stopped.” 

When asked by THE NEW AMERICAN at 
Rio+20 about the growing U.S. opposi- 
tion and Alabama’s latest prohibition in 


esident David Cadman, shown here being interviewed by THE New American’s Alex 
Newman in Rio de Janeiro, is facing increased opposition throughout the United States. 


- Jason Vincent/The New American 


particular, ICLEI President David Cadman 
seemed perplexed. “I haven’t seen that 
about Alabama, and I’m quite surprised 
about that,” he said, adding that he did not 
think states could pass such laws. 

On the growing backlash against “sus- 
tainability” more generally, Cadman also 
sounded somewhat confused. “I’ve got to 
confess I don’t really understand the Tea 
Party.... We find that [opposition] nowhere 
else but in America,” he said. “I think, quite 
frankly, a lot of that is because America is 
not well served by its media.... There are 
times when I’1l turn on Fox News, and I'll 
say, “This wouldn’t be allowed in Canada,” 
Cadman added, pointing to Canadian laws 
that force media outlets to give “both sides 
of the story.” 

In reality, the establishment press and an 
assortment of attack dogs including UN- 
funded propaganda organs and the discred- 
ited Southern Poverty Law Center are fight- 
ing back hard against the opposition. But 
each time Agenda 21 critics are attacked, 
a tsunami of activists exposing the UN 
scheme flood the article’s comment section 
with links to the global body’s documents. 
And, perhaps more importantly, awareness 
of the global plan spreads even further — 
with the growing resistance that entails. Hl 
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POLITICS 


Constitution Candidates 2012 


The fact of the matter is that most newcomers to political races lose. However, this year 
there are so many liberty-minded candidates running for office that some are sure to win. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


he Left is running scared across 
T the board about the burgeoning 

liberty movement, that’s for sure. 
At the leftist NetRoots conference at the 
Rhode Island Convention Center June 9, 
former special advisor for green jobs for 
the White House’s Council on Environ- 
mental Quality Van Jones openly fretted 
about the November elections ushering in 
a “trifecta Tea Party rule.” 

The neoconservative movement — 
essentially big government Republicans 
— are also worried about the invasion of 
Ron Paul delegates at the Tampa Repub- 
lican National Convention in August. “I 
think the biggest danger in the short run,” 
former House Speaker Newt Gingrich 
told the Sean Hannity radio program 
May 21, “is that they [the GOP leader- 
ship] do not think through how they’re 
going to handle the convention in Tampa, 
and how they’re going to handle the Ron 
Paul forces.” 

Ron Paul won’t be president, but his 
main impact may be in fomenting revo- 
lutions in local Republican Party organi- 
zations and inspiring masses of liberty- 
minded candidates to run for local and 
congressional offices. That’s the message 
being sent by the Ron Paul presidential 
campaign these days. And there’s over- 
whelming evidence they’re right. 

“Ron Paul is becoming more impor- 
tant than [the] president,” Paul campaign 
blogger Jack Hunter argued in a June 8 
YouTube video. “That Ron Paul will not 
be President is of little concern to me. I 
fought as hard as anyone on the campaign 
to make this happen. But from the very 
beginning I never considered it the be-all- 
and-end-all goal of this campaign and of 
this movement. Why? Because I know that 
what Ron Paul and what all of us are doing 
is far more consequential than who actual- 
ly wins the nomination or the presidency.” 

Drawing the analogy from Pat Robert- 
son’s Christian Coalition of 1988, Hunter 
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Kerry Bentivolio for U.S, Congress 2012 


noted that Robertson’s social conserva- 
tive agenda became the litmus test of the 
GOP for more than a decade: “From the 
perspective of a Pat Robertson supporter, 
would it have been better for him to have 
become president in ’88 or was it more 
valuable that his people essentially took 
over the Republican Party? The answer is 
clear: taking over the Republican Party.... 
Ron Paul’s movement is taking over the 
GOP from the grass roots up.... Not only 
the Pauls, but this is also becoming the 
Republican party of Congressman Justin 
Amash and future Congressman Thomas 
Massie.” 

Justin Amash is a freshman Michigan 
Republican congressman that many are 
calling the next Ron Paul. Amash has led 
the fight against the detention-without- 
trial provisions of the NDAA and against 
undeclared wars. Massie is a Paul acolyte 
and scientist with two degrees from MIT 
who in May won the GOP primary for 
Congress in Kentucky’s Fourth Congres- 
sional District, which leans Republican. 


"Say no to the 
Status Quo" 
Kerry Beativolio 
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As if to put an exclamation point on 
Hunter’s video, the Minneapolis Star-Tri- 
bune reported two days later that “Mari- 
anne Stebbins, chair of Paul’s Minnesota 
campaign, says that so far she knows of 
Paul supporters running for office in 11 
counties and 13 cities, including several 
metro-area governments. That’s in addi- 
tion to 26 Paul candidates for the Legis- 
lature.” 

And that’s just Minnesota, where the 
GOP nominee for U.S. Senate is Paul aco- 
lyte Kurt Bills. 

With hundreds of political novices run- 
ning for office across the nation, most 
liberty candidates are destined to lose. 
That’s certainly been the case thus far. 
Author and Air Force veteran Karen Kwi- 
atkowski lost 66-34 percent to Virginia’s 
bailout Republican, Representative Bob 
Goodlatte, a 10-term incumbent, in a 
June 12 primary. In Maine’s Republican 
primary for U.S. Senate, three pro-liberty 
candidates — Rick Bennett (a former state 
senator), Scott D’ Ambiose (a Tea Party fa- 
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The Detroit News noted that “Bentivolio, 
a high school teacher and veteran from 
Milford, rallied the crowd, especially 


when he held up a copy of the U.S. 
Constitution and called it the owners 

manual. He pledged to serve no more 
than three terms in Congress.” 


vorite), and State Treasurer Bruce Poliquin 
— split the liberty vote and allowed lib- 
eral Republican Secretary of State Charlie 
Summers to emerge from the primary with 
just under 30 percent of the vote. 

Even veteran liberty politicians lose 
sometimes when trying to rise politically. 
State Representative R. G. “Bob” Mar- 
shall, the author of Virginia’s nullification 
resolution for the NDAA detention-with- 
out-trial provision, lost a four-way GOP 
primary race for the Virginia U.S. Senate 
seat to popular former Governor George 
F Allen. 


Kerry Bentivolio — 

Michigan 11th District (Open Seat) 

But just having large numbers of candi- 
dates running for offices creates oppor- 
tunities. Consider the case of Michigan 


activist Kerry Bentivolio, 
who had planned to chal- 
lenge moderate GOP 10- 
year incumbent Rep. Thad- 
deus McCotter in an August 
primary that promised to 
end in a lopsided loss. That 
was back in the last week of 
May. But by the first week of 
June, Bentivolio had become 
the favorite. The eccentric 
Rep. McCotter bowed out 
of the race because most of 
his signatures to get ballot access weren’t 
verifiable, and some media outlets have 
hinted at a fraud investigation against Mc- 
Cotter being started by Michigan election 
officials. “I always had hopes and prayers 
of winning,” Bentivolio said at a Tea Party 
rally, according to the June 10 Detroit Free 
Press, “but this is divine intervention.” 

Bentivolio will be the only Republican on 
the primary ballot in this safely Republican 
district. McCotter had run five campaigns 
and won five terms in a swing district that 
the Cook Political Report had classified 
as “even,” but Michigan’s new 11th Con- 
gressional District is so GOP-friendly that 
Brian Dickerson of the Detroit Free Press 
described the newly redrawn district this 
way: “If the newly configured 11th were 
an animal, it would be a lapdog primping 
on the GOP candidate’s lap.” 
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Bentivolio will bring a stronger liberty 
message to Congress than McCotter, as- 
suming he prevails in the November 6 
general election. “I don’t like crony capi- 
talism, and I do like Ron Paul’s message,” 
Bentivolio told the Detroit Free Press, 
adding he had attended a Paul rally in 
February. The pro-life Bentivolio says on 
his website that “the next Henry Ford or 
Steve Jobs won’t be picked by a Washing- 
ton bureaucrat.” Bentivolio also played the 
role of loyal Republican, adding ecumeni- 
cally, “And I like Romney’s business back- 
ground. If he had invited me, I would have 
been on stage with him, too.” 

Despite the pro-forma party loyalty, 
the establishment GOP is highly wor- 
ried about Bentivolio’s nomination in 
this safe Republican district, a district 
drawn by Republican state legislators to 
keep McCotter in office for another de- 
cade. So party leaders recruited former 
state Senator Nancy Cassis to run against 
Bentivolio as a write-in candidate after 
McCotter bowed out of a rumored write- 
in campaign. Cassis won’t be on the Au- 
gust 7 primary ballot, however, and local 
media have noted that she’s not gaining 
much traction with activists. 

“Former State Sen. Nancy Cassis re- 
ceived a tepid reception while addressing 
a standing-room-only tea party reception 
Monday night,” the Detroit News report- 
ed June 10, “while Kerry Bentivolio led 
some attendees to cheers.” The Detroit 
News noted that “Bentivolio, a high school 
teacher and veteran from Milford, rallied 
the crowd, especially when he held up a 
copy of the U.S. Constitution and called 
it the owners manual. He pledged to serve 
no more than three terms in Congress, in- 
troduce term limit legislation and would 
post his votes online like U.S. Rep. Justin 
Amash, R-Cascade Township.” 

Indeed, much of the issues section on 
Bentivolio’s campaign website comprises 
constitutional explanations of the First, 
Second, and 10th Amendments, along 
with a discussion of the importance of 
civil liberties. 


Daniel Roberts — 

California Second District (Open Seat) 
Daniel Roberts is a liberty candidate who 
emerged in second place in California’s 
new open primary system for this open 
seat. California’s Second District has 
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been held by Republican Wally Herger 
since 1987, but he is retiring this year. 
The Second District has traditionally been 
Republican, but the newly redrawn district 
became so heavily Democratic that Herger 
decided to retire rather than run in the new 
Democratic Second (or the First, which 
also got many of his GOP-friendly towns). 
Roberts is a 69-year-old investment bro- 
ker who was one of the few Young Repub- 
licans at San Francisco State University, 
and enthusiastically campaigned for Barry 
Goldwater’s presidential campaign. “I just 
thought he was a champion. I thought he 
spoke from the heart,’ Roberts told the 
local Marin Independent Journal May 5. 
Roberts brings Goldwater’s libertar- 
ian streak to the race, though with a much 
stronger skepticism for the use of war. “As 
a purple heart Vietnam veteran, I know the 
cost of war and we should bring our troops 
home now,” he says in a campaign video. 
“As the only veteran running I strongly be- 
lieve the government should not place mili- 
tary personnel at risk in wars of adventure.” 
Roberts says he was inspired to run 
because he sees the nation careening to- 
ward bankruptcy through ever-higher piles 
of government debt. “Congressional and 
administration ‘leaders’ provide no plans 
to pay down such debt. We hear that the 
country ‘will need to grow our way out 
of it.” A contra view might look carefully 
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at the word ‘grow.’ If history is any guide, 
the only growth will be the money supply 
such that the debt in real terms becomes 
smaller. For all concerned this amounts 
to a ‘silent swindle’ by inflation.” While 
Roberts is a longshot in this heavily 
Democratic district, his libertarian social 
philosophy (he’s for legalized same-sex 
marriage and abortion) would fit with the 
liberal inland Northern California district 
as well as any Republican’s. 


Gregg Imus — 

California Eighth District (Open Seat) 
California’s new open primary system 
has led two congressional districts to 
nominate two Republicans for the final 
election, the Eighth and 31st. To left- 
ists who championed the open primary 
system (where the top two vote-getters 
among candidates of all parties running 
must run in a final election), this is noth- 
ing less than a disaster. The leftist Dai- 
lyKos labeled it a “catastrophe,” possibly 
in part because House Democratic leader 
Nancy Pelosi nominally represents the 
California Eighth District — one of the 
districts that selected two Republicans — 
until January of next year. 

Don’t fret for the House Democratic 
Minority Leader’s electoral prospects, 
however. Pelosi’s reelection is all but cer- 
tain against Republican liberty-minded 


candidate John Dennis, as her overwhelm- 
ingly Democratic San Francisco-based 
district is now the new 12th California 
Congressional District. 

But the new Eighth District leans Re- 
publican and has no incumbent. Here 
— unlike the 31st, which nominated two 
establishment Republicans — voters have 
areal choice between a Tea Party, liberty- 
minded candidate and an establishment 
candidate. Gregg Imus, the Tea Party fa- 
vorite, is a social conservative who is far 
more skeptical of attacks on civil liberties 
than his Republican rival. He writes on 
his campaign website, “We must guaran- 
tee our intelligence community’s efforts 
are directed toward legitimate threats and 
not spying on innocent Americans through 
unconstitutional power grabs like the Pa- 
triot Act.” Imus is also skeptical of presi- 
dential war-making, stressing, “We must 
follow the Constitution by asking Con- 
gress to declare war before one is waged.” 
As a former Minuteman volunteer, a se- 
cure border is the heart of Imus’ idea of 
national security. 

On economics, Imus calls for lower taxes 
and less spending as nearly all Republicans. 
But he also calls for “a complete audit and 
end of the Federal Reserve System.” 

His opponent, California Assembly- 
man Paul Cook, is a 26-year Marine 
Corps veteran who says that America’s 
military should be equipped to flex its 
muscles abroad more freely in order to 
“thwart Iran’s nuclear ambitions, face 
down extremists and fanatics worldwide, 
and stand strong with Israel.” On econom- 
ics, Cook offers the same vague establish- 
ment Republican economic platform fare 
about cutting waste, fraud, and red tape 
— without calling for any real program 
cuts that are needed to bring the budget 
into balance. In fairness, the specifics of 
Imus’ spending cut proposals are not much 
more ambitious than Cook’s non-existent 
specifics. 

7K ok ok 

The changes in the American political 
landscape this year mean that the retire- 
ment of Ron Paul from Congress will not 
hurt the liberty movement. To the contrary, 
the number of serious liberty-minded con- 
gressmen is all but guaranteed to increase 
next January in both the U.S. House and 
Senate, in addition to state and local of- 
fices across the nation. 
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BOOK REVIEW 


The Look of 


Angry mobs of demonstrators who demand that government give them what they want 
often hold signs reading, “This is what democracy looks like.” They're right — and wrong. 


by Fr. James Thornton 


Mobocracy: The Cultural & Political War 
to Destroy Our Republic Under God, by 
Jake Jacobs, Ph.D., Abbotsford, Wis.: Life 
Sentence Publishing, 2012, 296 pages, 
hardcover. 


n the earliest days of our country’s ex- 

istence as an independent nation, our 

Founding Fathers endeavored to es- 
tablish a constitutional republic and to es- 
chew the pitfalls of democracy, a form of 
government they detested and feared. For 
example, John Adams wrote, “Democracy 
never lasts long. It soon wastes, exhausts, 
and murders itself. There never was a de- 
mocracy yet that did not commit suicide.” 
Thomas Jefferson said that “democracy is 
nothing more than mob rule, where 51% 
of the people may take away the rights of 
the other 49%.” And, Benjamin Franklin 
spoke of democracy as “two wolves and 
a lamb voting on what to have for lunch.” 

The rule of law (as opposed to the un- 
restrained rule of men), which is one of 
the hallmarks of a limited republic, is one 
of the principal reasons that the erosion of 
our system of government has progressed 
relatively slowly during the past 80 years, 
that is, since the inauguration of Franklin 
D. Roosevelt and the prominence given by 
him to the concept of “democracy.” To be 
sure, erosion, even serious erosion, of our 
republican principles and the rule of law 
has taken place. However, the Constitution 
and the complex matrix of laws at every 
level that are derived from the Constitu- 
tion have prevented any outright collapse 
of the fundamental structure set in place 
by the Founders and Framers. And so, the 
struggle goes on. 

The author of the present book, Dr. Jake 
Jacobs, examines some recent battles in 
the ongoing “cultural and political war to 
destroy our republic under God,” to quote 
his words. The apparent motivation for the 
writing of this book relates to recent events 
in the State of Wisconsin where the gover- 
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nor, Scott Walker, found, upon his inaugu- 
ration, a situation that was rapidly push- 
ing his state to the brink of bankruptcy. 
Consequently, he proposed the measures 
necessary to balance the state’s budget, 
which included reining back the power 
of the public-employee unions. Those 
unions had for years made exorbitant de- 
mands. Governor Walker challenged the 
public-employee unions’ power, calling 
for limitations on their ability to hold the 
state hostage, and calling for cuts in the 
extravagant and unsustainable pension 
and health plans of union members. That 
direct defiance of the union power ignit- 
ed a firestorm of fury on the part of the 
unions and of the whole apparatus of the 
extreme Left. Hordes of public employees 
and their allies descended on the capital, 
Madison, with hyperbolic signs calling the 
governor another Hitler, a maniac, and a 
dictator. Signs displaying the socialist 
clenched fist abounded. And, the author 
writes, “Anarchist, socialist, and Marxist 
websites expressed elation over the tens 
of thousands of mobocrats who gathered 
in Madison chanting over and over again, 
‘This is what democracy looks like!’” 
Indeed, that is precisely what democracy 
looks like and that is precisely the reason 
the Founders wanted no part of it. Ulti- 
mately, as we know, Governor Walker, 
and the rule of law, prevailed, despite the 
“mobocratic’” tactics of his opponents. 

However, Walker’s struggle to save his 
state from fiscal ruin is only a small part 
of the story. The majority of this book ex- 
plores the concerted efforts by the radical 
Left to undermine our form of government 
and the cultural foundation upon which 
that form of government rests. 

Anyone old enough to remember the 
America of, say, 1950 or 1960 (or before) 
and the way of life, the customs, the man- 
ners and morals, the language, and so 
forth that typified those years knows that 
a subtle yet powerful revolution befell our 
great country beginning in the early 1960s. 
It is apparent that the men and women 


Mobocracy 


“This ls What Democracy Looks Like” 


The Cultural & Political War to 
Destroy Our Republic Under God 


JakeJacobs Ph.D. 


who conspired to overthrow the Republic 
discovered that the successful undermin- 
ing of our American form of government 
must be preceded by the undermining of 
our culture and the way of thinking and 
acting that springs from our culture. Thus, 
as the author shows, recognizing that the 
U.S. Constitution was too hard a nut for 
them to crack all at once, the Left gradual- 
ly but systematically took control of large 
portions of the mass media, the entertain- 
ment industry, and the educational system 
to achieve their cultural revolution. 

That technique is based on the writings 
of communist Antonio Gramsci, who un- 
derstood that a spontaneous communist up- 
rising by the workers not only would likely 
not take place, but that such activities would 
engender massive opposition that would 
upset the plans of the conspirators. That 
was so because the culture had inculcated 
in the average citizen such things as honesty, 
morality, the love of God, the love of fam- 
ily, the love of country, and the love of lib- 
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erty. So the culture itself, and the mores that 
characterize the culture, had to be weakened 
and finally demolished as a prelude to the 
destruction of our form of government and 
the imposition of a totalitarian regime. 

At the heart of the Gramscian attack on 
our American institutions was, and is, the 
use of music — especially music that ap- 
peals to the young — as an organ of propa- 
ganda to subvert traditional morality. The 
author writes: 


When CSN&yY sang and practiced, 
“if you can’t be with the one you 
love, love the one you’re with” at 
Woodstock in 1969, they were sim- 
ply reflecting the “commune-ism” 
of Marx, Marcuse, and Mao’s “new 
communist family” which rejected 
Judeo-Christian monogamy, fidel- 
ity, and traditional marriage while 
advocating and practicing adultery, 
infidelity, and a myriad of alternative 
bohemian lifestyles and sexual prac- 
tices. When Paul McCartney sang 
“Why don’t we do it in the road” or 
when John Lennon wrote “Imagine,” 
we see a fulfillment of cultural Marx- 
ism’s dictum: “Through the culture 
without bullets we can tear down the 
established Christian order.” 


He adds, “The counterculture of the six- 
ties was in many ways a natural conduit 
and fit for cultural Marxism as the hippies, 


Jake Jacobs 


yippies, communes, rock ’n rollers, poet- 
musicians, students, professors, and radical 
revolutionaries justified and defended in 
their music, poetry, classrooms, lifestyles, 
and militancy their wild and sinful ways.” 
That genre of music is still with us, though 
it continues to morph into ever more de- 
generate forms, pulling our culture ever 
lower. One can only lament that the naive 
and the immature often buy this balderdash, 
which serves to keep them mesmerized by 
the mirage of some “free-love” utopia, until 
the iron chains of enslavement are wrapped 
firmly around them. 

Another of the weapons employed in 
this cultural revolution has been to con- 
vince people that our form of government 
is a democracy, which, as we mentioned 
earlier, it is not. A democracy, in the sense 
used by the radical Left, is, as the author 
points out, really a “mobocracy.” In a de- 
mocracy, there is no stable rule of law, there 
are no genuine guaranteed rights, and the 
people are uninterruptedly incited through 
media manipulation to follow the whims 
of the moment. The rights of opponents 
are trampled upon. Opposition is shouted 
down, bullied, harassed, and threatened 
with physical violence. Democracy leads 
straight to unalloyed tyranny, since a de- 
based and rootless people welcome the 
ostensible security that comes with tyr- 
anny. “Democracy is simply majoritari- 
anism, which is inherently incompatible 
with real liberty,’ Dr. Jacobs writes. Fur- 

— thermore, the author notes, 
“Karl Marx and Friedrich 
Engels believed that for their 
absolute ‘scientific socialism’ 
to work, and for their histori- 
cal determinism to succeed, 
the implementation of ‘de- 
mocracy would be the road 
to socialism’ and socialism 


would be the path to communism”; hence 
the immense value to the radical Left of 
the catchword “democracy.” 

Gramscian methods are discussed in 
some detail in Mobocracy, but also exam- 
ined are other leftist methods such as Fa- 
bianism, which advocates a gradual drift 
to socialism through the “permeation” of 
existing political organizations, includ- 
ing, of course, government and the politi- 
cal parties. Above all, the Fabians seek to 
carry out their activities under the cloak 
of respectability. George Bernard Shaw 
spoke of this when he said that the Fa- 
bian Society (of which he was a member) 
made “it possible for an ordinary respect- 
able religious citizen to profess socialism 
and belong to a Socialist Society without 
any suspicion of lawlessness.” Connected 
to this notion of “respectability” was the 
stratagem of recruiting members from 
the middle and upper classes, rather than 
the working class. That, needless to say, 
greatly enhanced the ability of the Fabi- 
ans to penetrate into the government and 
to permeate with their ideas the various 
aspects of the culture (music, art, religion, 
education, language, science, etc.). Since 
the culture influences the manner in which 
people think and behave, so it is that the 
permeation there is essential to the tri- 
umph of the dubious ideals of the Fabians. 
Dr. Jacobs quotes Margaret Cole, the for- 
mer leader of the British Fabian Society, 
as saying, “The Fabians were a ‘seeding’ 
body busily sowing socialistic schemes 
throughout society and then nursing them 
to full bloom.” We see, then, that Fabian- 
ism is a variation on a theme, later refined 
and developed by Antonio Gramsci. 

Among many other informative things, 
the author considers the way in which the 
adversaries of limited government misuse 
words with the object of changing their 
meaning, the baleful influence of the ACLU 
and the National Education Association, 
the “Progressive” movement, attacks on 
religion, the massive growth of government 
during recent decades, and much more. All 
of this demonstrates that the radical Left 
is relentless and that it is also patient, as it 
dismantles our culture and our republican 
form of government, bit by bit. 

I recommend Dr. Jacobs’ excellent vol- 
ume. It is a comprehensive examination 
of the unhappy and alarming trends of our 
time. 
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Onlookers Save the Day 


At a 7-Eleven in Orlando, Florida, a cus- 
tomer foiled a robbery on June 7, by kick- 
ing a knife out of the robber’s hand. Orange 
County deputies suspect that the would-be 
robber may have been responsible for sev- 
eral other robberies in the Central Florida 
area, and are crediting the anonymous man 
with thwarting the attempted robbery. 

According to CFNews 13, surveillance 
video shows a man with his face covered 
by a white bandanna entering the 7-Eleven 
at approximately 2 a.m. He began pointing 
a knife at the store clerk. The customer, 
witnessing what was taking place, grabbed 
a bottle of wine from a rack behind him. 
He then confronted the robber, kicked the 
knife out of his hand, and chased him out of 
the store. “He was like ‘give me all of your 
money.’ And the clerk was like throwing all 
the money on the thing, and I was like ‘are 
you serious?’” the customer told WDBO. 
com’s Ken Tyndall. 

“Heroic, yes, but it could have been dan- 
gerous,” said Jeff Williamson, with the Or- 
ange County Sheriff’s Office. “Everyone 
loves a good hero, the guy who has noth- 
ing in his hands who can disarm someone. 
However, we suggest that no one approach 
and certainly not ... [confront] an armed 
person.” 

The same 7-Eleven had been robbed 
just one month earlier, and police believe it 
may have been the same robber involved. 
“Same M.O., robbery with a knife, so we 
believe he is the suspect in three, if not 
more, robberies in the Central Florida 
area,” said Williamson. 

Though the robber managed to get away 
with some cash, no one was injured in the 
process. When asked why he would put 
himself in harm’s way, the helpful cus- 
tomer, who wished to remain unidentified, 
answered, “Because, bro, that’s me.” 

A similar story of heroics comes out of 
Portland, Oregon, where David Sundberg 
and Nolan Quigley broke up a robbery on 
Saturday, May 26. While at Toby’s Sports 
Pub, a local bar, on Saturday night, Sund- 
berg and Quigley noticed that a robbery 
was taking place at the Metzger Mart 
across the street, reported KOIN Local 6. 

“That’s when I took off running right out 
the door,” Sundberg said. “I ran right in the 
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door [of the convenience store] and saw him 
holding the guy up behind the cash register. 
At that point Nolan was right behind me. 
We approached him, and took him down.” 

“T saw the gentleman with the gun, and 
then I proceeded just to go after him with 
Dave,” Quigley said. “And we took him to 
the ground, grabbed his wrist ... got the 
gun relieved out of his hand, subdued him, 
and held him to the ground until the police 
arrived.” 

Police were able to arrest 21-year- 
old David Hager thanks to the efforts of 
Sundberg and Quigley. And though they 
are being treated like local celebrities for 
their action, they say they do not feel like 
heroes. “If I was ever in trouble I just hope 
that somebody would do the same thing 
for me, or my family, or a loved one of 
anyone,” said Quigley. “Just help some- 
body out if you see somebody in trouble.” 


Community Works 
to Save Park 


Local churches in Marion, Ohio, are work- 
ing together to restore a park on Marion’s 
west side. Graffiti covers much of the park’s 
structures, while the smell of urine and the 
presence of litter dominate the scene. 

First Presbyterian Church youth pas- 
tor Tom Stimson has organized efforts to 
fix up Rotary Park, and has invited area 
churches and local youth groups to par- 
ticipate. “We started to believe the calling 
was bigger than mulch and paint,” he said. 

According to the Marion Star, churches 
and neighborhood residents will be work- 
ing together to “make the park a source of 
pride, not a community eyesore.” 

Phil Adey, a member of United Oakland 
Methodist Church who helps with Im- 
pact Youth Ministry, First Presbyterian’s 
youth group, pitched the idea of adopting 
the park as a fix-up project to Stimson. 
He took some photos and suggested that 
maybe they could do something. “I just 
developed a real heart for the west end,” 
Adey told the Marion Star. 

Stimson indicated that members of 
Impact Youth Ministry were excited at 
the notion of restoring the park, and both 
younger and older kids from the commu- 


nity have been happy to volunteer in the 
efforts. 

“The local churches have teamed up and 
gone after this,” youth group leader Jeremy 
Dunn said. “Here you don’t have the cross 
traffic. It’s become a haven for inappropri- 
ate behavior and graffiti.” 

Stimson noted that discarded needles 
have been found in the park, and curse 
words were written on the equipment. 
People had also been urinating and hav- 
ing sex on the play structure. “They [local 
children] are showing me this stuff,’ Stim- 
son told youth and volunteers gathered to 
help circulate the fliers. “It’s unacceptable. 
You guys know this. It isn’t acceptable for 
Marion.” After visiting the park several 
times, adults in the area began to “feel the 
calling was a little bit bigger than just re- 
storing a playground,” he explained. “We 
started to feel a sense of there’s a way we 
could reach out into the neighborhood and 
involve some of the community to help 
with this project, take some ownership, 
help some of the neighbors get to know 
each other,” he said. “We believe if the 
neighborhood will start to care for each 
other then they will care for this park and 
start to care for the community.” 

Volunteers canvassed the community 
with fliers and advertised for the cleanup 
efforts. Likewise, talks of assembling a 
sort of neighborhood watch to keep an 
eye on the park have been circulating. City 
park workers will power-wash the play 
structure and help spread out the mulch. 
Volunteers will repair the play structure’s 
wood, spread the 80 cubic yards of mulch 
and make other improvements. 

Marion Park Superintendent Mike 
Cheney said, “The greatest part is reaching 
out to the public and talking to them, get- 
ting the community involved in watching 
the park. I think that’s an exciting idea.” 

Organizers are hopeful that heavy com- 
munity involvement in the restoration of 
the park will not only result in a physical 
transformation of the park, but will also 
give members of the community a sense of 
ownership so that they can all serve to en- 
sure that the park does not disintegrate as it 
has in the past. “We are hoping to provide a 
sense of community,” Stimson said. Mi 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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The Marshall Plan 


The post-WWII Marshall Plan, long touted as the aid plan 
that reinvigorated Europe, didn’t have as its first priority 


actually helping the citizens of Europe. 
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building: Wage and price controls installed by the Nazis remained in force after the 


war, resulting in continuing shortages of essentials such as bread. The German economic miracle 
began only when those controls were lifted, long before the arrival of any Marshall Plan “aid.” 


by Bob Adelmann 


hen establishment historians 
consider the Marshall Plan, its 
intents and purposes and alleged 


successes, they typically make at least two 
errors — one in logic and the other in his- 
tory. First, they assume that since Europe 
began to revive at about the time the Mar- 
shall Plan was implemented, then that re- 
vival must have been because of the plan, 
not in spite of it. 

Second, they fail to make any mention 
of the forces in the background that had a 
much different purpose in mind: specifi- 
cally, how to use the Marshall Plan to fur- 
ther their internationalist agenda. 

One example of a “court historian” pro- 
viding his readers with the accepted view 
of the Marshall Plan is Robert V. Remini, 
professor emeritus at the University of 
Chicago, and author of numerous books 
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on the American Republic’s early figures, 
such as Andrew Jackson, Henry Clay, 
John Quincy Adams, and Daniel Webster. 
In 2005, Remini was appointed the histo- 
rian of the U.S. House of Representatives. 
Remini thus serves as the perfect example 
of someone who knows his history but 
fails to tell all he knows, especially when 
it comes to the Marshall Plan. 

In his “A Short History of the United 
States,” this is what Remini had to say 
about the Marshall Plan: 


Secretary of State, George C. Mar- 
shall, ... devised a plan, which he out- 
lined in a speech at Harvard University 
on June 5, 1947, by which the United 
States would assist European nations 
to rebuild their shattered economies... 
Between April 1948 and December 
1951, the United States contributed a 
little over $12 billion to Europe.... 


By 1951 Europe had not only 
achieved its prewar level of produc- 
tion but its level of industrial produc- 
tion rose to virtually guarantee pros- 
perity for the future. 


There it is: The United States, out of the 
goodness of its heart, gave five percent of 
its gross national product with no strings 
attached to European nations to help them 
get back on their feet. And it worked! Look! 
By 1951, Europe had fully recovered! 

On the surface, Remini appears to be 
correct, but that does not preclude asking 
some questions and pointing out some er- 
rors of commission and omission in his es- 
tablishment view. For instance, who wrote 
Marshall’s speech? What were that ghost 
writer’s intentions? Did he have connec- 
tions to others behind the scenes who had 
differing purposes? And did Europe begin 
to recover because of Marshall Plan aid, or 
had that recovery begun long before any 
aid arrived? And what about the miracle of 
Germany — known as Wirtschaftswunder, 
or “economic miracle” — that began on 
Sunday, June 20, 1948? (This was the day 
that Germany’s economic director, Ludwig 
Erhard, eliminated all price controls, which 
unleashed Germany’s economy, entirely in- 
dependent of any Marshall Plan aid.) And 
what about the Marshall Plan’s alleged suc- 
cess as creating the justification for decades 
of additional foreign aid because it had 
been so successful in reviving Europe? 

Let’s get some perspective. VE (Vic- 
tory in Europe) Day was May 7, 1945. VJ 
(Victory over Japan) Day was August 14, 
1945. President Franklin Roosevelt had 
died on April 12, 1945 and the new presi- 
dent, Harry Truman, was sworn into of- 
fice that same day. The national elections 
in November 1946 shifted control of the 
House of Representatives to the Republi- 
cans, gaining 55 seats compared to the pre- 
vious Congress. The nation was weary of 
war; 418,000 Americans had died in that 
conflict, and the war had cost the nation 
$288 billion. In today’s money, that’s near- 
ly $5 trillion! The very last thing Ameri- 
cans wanted was any further involvement 
in world affairs. They just wanted to get 
back to whatever “normal” used to be. 

It was not to be. The Soviet Union 
began to flex its muscles when, ignor- 
ing the terms of the Potsdam agreement, 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ JULY 23, 2012 


it refused to withdraw its troops 
from Iran. Truman had sent his 
Secretary of State, James By- 
mes, to the Moscow Conference 
in December of 1945, asking him 
to confront Soviet Premier Josef 
Stalin on the matter, and when 
Byrnes returned he told Truman 
of his “success.” It turned out 
that there had been no discussion 
about Iran after all, and Truman 
blew up. In a letter to Byrnes, 
Truman wrote: 


Without these supplies fur- 
nished by the United States, 
Russia would have been igno- 
miniously defeated. Yet now 
Russia stirs up rebellion and 
keeps troops on the soil of her 
friend and ally — Iran.... 

Unless Russia is faced with 
an iron fist and strong lan- 
guage another war is in the 
making. Only one language do 
they understand: “how many 
divisions do you have?” 

I do not think we should play 
compromise any longer.... | am 
tired of babying the Soviets. 


Postwar Policymakers 
James Byrnes is the first in a long list of 
characters who were heavily involved in 
setting post-war foreign policy under the 
new president. Byrnes had deep ties to 
the Progressive movement dating back to 
the Wilson administration. In fact, Byrnes 
had become so close to Wilson that the 
president would often entrust important 
political tasks to him rather than to older, 
more experienced individuals. Years later 
Byrnes supported President Roosevelt in 
his efforts to pack the Supreme Court in 
1937, and Roosevelt returned the favor by 
appointing Byrnes to that court in 1941. 
The next on that list of individuals in- 
volved in influencing American foreign 
policy was George Kennan, deputy chief 
of the mission of the United States to the 
USSR. It was his mission to confirm Tru- 
man’s suspicions that the Soviets weren’t 
to be trusted, and that only a policy of 
“containment” would serve American in- 
terests best. In a long telegram to the U.S. 
Treasury Department in February 1946, he 
noted that relations with the Soviets 
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The Bohlen Plan? George C. Marshall was the front man for 
players behind the scenes who wanted to redesign Europe. 
Marshall’s speech that announced his plan was actually written 
by Charles “Chip” Bohlen. 


involve questions so intricate, so 
delicate, so strange to our form of 
thought, and so important to analysis 
of our international environment that 
I cannot compress answers into [a] 
single brief message without yielding 
to what I feel would be a dangerous 
degree of oversimplification. 

I hope, therefore, [that you] will 
bear with me if I submit an answer 
[in] five parts. 


Among those “five parts” were Kennan’s 
perceptions that the USSR “perceived it- 
self [to be] at perpetual war with capital- 
ism,” that the USSR would use friendly 
Marxists residing in the West as allies 
in that war, that Soviet aggression was 
rooted in “historic Russian nationalism 
and neurosis,” and that its governmental 
structure “prohibited objective or accurate 
pictures of internal and external reality.” 
In other words, it was going to be impos- 
sible to deal rationally with the Soviets, so 
the United States would have to “contain” 
their aggressions by building up nation- 


states around them as a protective 
shield. 

Not surprisingly, Kennan’s long 
telegram was published in the July 
1947 issue of Foreign Affairs mag- 
azine, the print mouthpiece for the 
now well-known internationalist 
Council on Foreign Relations. 
Kennan’s influence in cementing 
America’s acceptance of inter- 
ventionism was noted by historian 
John Lewis Gaddis, who said that 
Kennan supported the notion that 
“only the prospect of an undiffer- 
entiated global threat could shake 
Americans out of their isolation- 
ist tendencies that remained latent 
among them.’ (Emphasis added.) 

Kennan was certainly up to 
the task of removing those latent 
isolationist tendencies. Near the 
end of his life (he died in March 
2005 at age 101), the establish- 
ment journal Foreign Policy (part 
of the liberal Washington Post 
empire) called Kennan “the most 
influential diplomat of the 20th 
century,” while internationalist 
Henry Kissinger said that Kennan 
“came as close to authoring the 
diplomatic doctrine of his era as 
any diplomat in our history.” Kennan was 
one of six insiders exposed in the 1986 
book The Wise Men: Six Friends and the 
World They Made, which included Tru- 
man’s Secretary of State Dean Acheson, 
FDR’s “special envoy” W. Averill Har- 
riman, Truman’s Secretary of Defense 
Robert Lovett, U.S. High Commissioner 
to Germany John J. McCloy, and Soviet 
Ambassador Charles “Chip” Bohlen. Au- 
thors Walter Isaacson and Evan Thomas 
described them as the hidden architects 
behind the Truman Doctrine, the Mar- 
shall Plan, and the entire concept of 
Soviet power “containment” that ruled 
America’s foreign policy for 40 years. 
The authors’ favorable treatment of these 
“hidden architects” earned high praise 
from the Council on Foreign Relations, 
which called it 


a sober and straight-forward account 
of what actually happened and why.... 

In this context the book does a 
great service. It restores balance to 
our recent history, and some sheen to 
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as weary of war; 418,000 
ad died in that conflict, and 
cost the nation $288 billion. In 


y, that's nearly $5 trillion! The 


g Americans wanted was any 


vement in world affairs. 


its heroes. It may generate a much- 
needed movement to correct revi- 
sionist history. It should be read. 


The first step toward containing the Rus- 
sians and instituting the yet-to-be-formal- 
ized Marshall Plan was the Truman Doc- 
trine, officially announced to Congress by 
the president in March 1947. At that mo- 
ment in time, both Greece and Turkey were 
allegedly being threatened by communist 
insurgents supported directly and indirectly 
by Stalin. The Greek Civil War of 1946 was 
raging, and Truman was told that if Greece 
went communist, then Turkey would be 
next. These two countries controlled both 
the Bosporus and Dardanelles straits, gate- 
ways from the Black Sea to the Mediter- 
ranean. Truman saw this as a “pincer” 
movement that could threaten the West’s 
access to the Middle East’s oil; 
therefore, it was deemed in the 
national interest of the United 
States to intervene. In a speech 
to Congress, Truman echoed 
the sentiments of Kennan 
and said that it was now “the 
policy of the United States to 
support free people who are 
resisting attempted subjuga- 
tion by armed minorities or by 
outside pressures.” American 
aid on the side of the Greek 
government was enough to 
rout the communist insurgents, 
and as a result it was, from that 
point on, considered to be in 
America’s interests to inter- 
vene in other countries’ affairs 
in the name of fighting Soviet 
communism. 

Some $400 million in tech- 
nical and military aid was ap- 
proved by Congress to Greece 
and Turkey, which was 
enough to neutralize the com- 
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munist threat, and the Greek 
Civil War ended in 1949. But 
to build up a border of states 
that would successfully “con- 
tain” the Soviet threat would 
take huge amounts of money, 
and none of the war-devas- 
tated economies of France, 
Germany, Italy, or England 
were in a position to help. 
That left the United States as 
the funding mechanism. With the help of 
two of the “Wise Men,” George Kennan 
and Charles Bohlen, George C. Marshall 
designed and then formally announced his 
plan to “aid” Europe in a speech (written 
by Bohlen) at Harvard University on June 
5, 1947. 

Bohlen was an insider and a “specialist” 
in Soviet affairs almost from the moment he 
graduated from Harvard in 1927. He joined 
the State Department in 1929, learning Rus- 
sian and joining the staff of the American 
embassy in Moscow in 1934. He worked 
on Soviet “issues” in the State Department, 
accompanying Roosevelt’s special envoy 
to the USSR, Harry Hopkins, who was a 
Soviet spy, on numerous trips to visit Josef 
Stalin. Bohlen was the focus of unfavor- 
able attention by Senator Joseph McCar- 
thy in 1953 when President Eisenhower 


Legacy: George Kennan 
was one of “The Six Wise 
Men” behind the scenes 
who orchestrated the 
Marshall Plan to further 
their own internationalist 
political agenda. The 
myth of the Marshall 
Plan’s “success” was the 
justification for continued 
international interference. 


named him as ambassador to the Soviet 
Union. Once Bohlen’s speech was given 
by General Marshall, formally launching 
the plan to aid Europe, representatives from 
16 countries lined up at the feeding trough, 
creating budgets for reconstruction that 
would require between $16 billion and $22 
billion of American money to accomplish. 
Initially called the Economic Cooperation 
Act (ECA), but later renamed the European 
Recovery Program (ERP), the plan ran into 
stiff resistance in Congress, which debated 
the matter for 10 months. This was enough 
time for the “Wise Men” and the heads 
of major corporate and union interests to 
persuade the newly elected and firmly non- 
interventionist Congress to change their 
minds. President Truman enlisted the help 
of Hiland Vatcheller (president of Allegh- 
eny-Ludlum Steel), W. Randolph Burgess 
(vice-chairman of National City Bank of 
New York), Paul G. Hoffman (president of 
Studebaker Corporation), and Will Clayton 
(partner in Anderson, Clayton and Com- 
pany, the world’s largest cotton trading 
company). 


Business Backers 

When the idea of the Marshall Plan began 
to develop in the minds of Kennan and 
Bohlen, Clayton and his business cohorts 
saw an opportunity. With po- 
tentially billions of dollars of 
taxpayer monies in the offing, 
Clayton said: “Let us admit 
right off, we need markets — 
big markets — in which to buy 
and sell.” And so, hoping to 
be one of the beneficiaries of 
a large cash infusion into Eu- 
rope, Clayton led the charge 
to change Congress’ mind, 
support the budding Marshall 
Plan, and, in so doing, also 
implement the “Wise Men’s” 
plan to institute the new in- 
ternationalist American for- 
eign policy. As Jeffrey Tucker 
noted in the Mises Institute’s 
Free Market newsletter for 
September 1997: 


Nothing was left to chance. 
Acheson worked with the 
established corporate elites 
and the State Department 
to create a supposed grass- 
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New currency, new life: Business owners wait to exchange their old reichsmark for the new 
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deutsche marks installed as part of the currency reform that included the lifting of wage and price 
controls. The changes sparked the German economic miracle, known as Wirtschaftswunder. 


roots organization called “Citizens’ 
Committee for the Marshall Plan.” 
As many as one thousand speakers 
representing the group toured the 
country to whip up support. It also 
ghost-wrote Congressional testimony 
from other organizations on behalf of 
the aid package. As Averill Harriman 
told several European ambassadors 
during a visit to the British embassy, 
they haven’t seen anything compared 
with the “flood of organized propa- 
ganda which the Administration is 
about to unloose.” 

It was left to Will Clayton to make 
the economic case. Perversely, he 
touted the Marshall Plan as the tri- 
umph of “free enterprise.” Moreover, 
he said, if communism comes to Eu- 
rope, “I think the situation which we 
would face in this country would be 
a very grave one.” We would “have 
to reorder and readjust our whole 
economy in this country if we lost 
the European market.” 

In the days before the vote, the 
claims became more extreme and, 
with the media-corporate-banking- 
government elite on board, the propa- 
ganda became ever more hysterical. 
We were told that a depression would 
come. The U.S. would be bombed. 
We’d be in another war if the aid 
package failed. The situation is as 
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bleak as it was for France in 1938. 
American life as we know it would 
end forthwith. 


In what stands as one of the most conve- 
nient “accidents” of history, Czechoslo- 
vakia was seized by the communists in 
February of 1948 — thus “proving” the 
need for American intervention through 
the Marshall Plan — and Congress caved 
in, passing the ERP overwhelmingly, on 
March 31. President Truman signed it into 
law three days later, committing the U.S. 
government to “invest” $13 billion of tax- 
payer monies in “rebuilding” Europe as 
part of Kennan’s plan to defend the United 
States against Soviet aggression. In effect, 
the Marshall Plan, as Tucker put it, “was a 
political maneuver to loot American tax- 
payers to keep influential American corpo- 
rations on the government dole. The plan’s 
legacy was the egregious and perpetual use 
of foreign aid for domestic [political] and 
economic purposes.” 

Seen then in the light of the “revision- 
ist history” decried by Foreign Affairs, it 
is clear what the Marshall Plan was re- 
ally all about. The plan’s ostensible inten- 
tions included: 1) meeting the immediate 
needs of citizens of those countries rav- 
aged by the recent war for food, medicine, 
and housing; 2) rebuilding infrastructure 
such as factories, railroads, and bridges; 
and 3) establishing financial stability in 


the ravaged economies. But buried in the 
language was its primary purpose: “create 
a common market free of national trade 
barriers,” the birth of the now increas- 
ingly discredited and devolving European 
Union. 


Marshaling Facts 

Modern historians have not only failed to 
see the real purposes behind the Marshall 
Plan but have also lauded its perceived 
successes. In his highly entertaining book 
The Politically Incorrect Guide to Ameri- 
can History, noted revisionist historian 
Thomas Woods explained what really 
happened: 


The fact is that this program worked 
no better than any other government 
giveaway program. France, Germany 
and Italy began their economic re- 
coveries before any Marshall Plan aid 
was disbursed. Austria and Greece, 
which received sizeable amounts of 
Marshall Plan aid ... began to recover 
only as it was being phased out. [Em- 
phasis added. ] 


Some economists saw through the sham. 
Henry Hazlitt, writing in his weekly col- 
umn for Newsweek magazine in Novem- 
ber 1947, warned that what Europe needed 
was not foreign aid dumped onto govern- 
ments to be dispersed according to some 
grand central plan developed by govern- 
ment “experts.” The problem Europe faced 
in rebuilding its economies was that the 
governments were themselves strangling 
the economy with controls, limits, regu- 
lations, and price controls left over from 
Hitler’s domination of those countries. 
Said Hazlitt: 


Europe, in brief, has destroyed the 
price mechanism. It does not per- 
mit free enterprise to function. Such 
a condition, as long as it continues, 
must nullify any further help that we 
can pour in. As Wilhelm Ropke has 
pointed out in the English magazine 
Time and Tide: “Without a drastic 
internal reform of the national econ- 
omy, to put an end to inflation and 
socialist controls, foreign credits can 
have no lasting effects, just as a man 
cannot be kept alive indefinitely by 
perpetual blood transfusions if the 
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cause of his hemorrhage is not re- 
moved.” 


Clay: Herr Erhard, my 
advisers tell me what you 
have done is a terrible mis- 
take. What do you say to 
that? 

Erhard: Herr General, pay 
no attention to them! My 
advisers tell me the same 
thing! 


A few days later Erhard 
was confronted by U.S. 
Army Colonel Oberst: 


Oberst: How dare you relax our ra- 
tioning system, when there is a wide- 


Hazlitt was exonerated in his views by 
Tyler Cowen in his study The Marshall 
Plan: Myths and Realities, published in 
1985. Cowen concluded that there were 
at least five myths, promoted even today, 
about the Marshall Plan, which he noted 
was “but a limited success at most”: 


The first myth: The Marshall Plan 


spread food shortage? 

Erhard: But, Herr Oberst, I have re- 
laxed nothing. I have abolished it! 
Henceforth, the only rationing ticket 
people will need will be the [new] 
Deutschemark. And they will work 
hard to get those Deutschemarks, just 
wait and see. 


was a significant factor in West Eu- 
ropean recovery 

In nearly every country occupied 
by Germany during the war, the 
stringent system of Nazi economic 


Within days the German economy began 
to revive. Within the first month produc- 
tion increased by an estimated 50 percent, 
and monthly gains exceeded many later 
yearly gains, according to Cowen. 


controls was continued even after the 
country was liberated. 

And in each case, rapid economic 
growth occurred only after the con- 
trols were lifted and sound economic 
policy [was] established. 

This happened irrespective of the 
timing [or the] extent of Marshall 
Plan aid. [Emphasis added. ] 


In fact, the German economic recovery 
had nothing to do with any such aid. It 
had to do with a radical and abrupt return 
to sound economic principles, and sanity. 
That return took place on Sunday, June 20, 
1948, when Germany’s economic director, 
Ludwig Erhard (following the advice of 
his mentor, Wilhelm R6épke), replaced the 
reichsmark with the deutsche mark, which 
effectively reduced the money supply by 
93 percent, and eliminated the deadly 
price controls that had inflicted inevitable 
shortages on the German people. When 
American advisor U.S. General Lucius 


The second myth: The Marshall Plan 


encouraged the development of free 
enterprise and sound economic pol- 
icy. 

The truth is that those directing 
postwar U.S. foreign economic poli- 
cy had strong interventionist sympa- 
thies: when faced with any problem, 
their instinct was to see a governmen- 
tal solution.... 

Example: for every dollar that 
the ECA [Economic Cooperation 
Administration] gave a foreign gov- 
ernment, that government had to set 
aside an equivalent amount ... to be 
used for public works, public invest- 
ments, and similar state projects. 
As a result, every US dollar sent to 
a foreign government [forced] that 
government to take another from its 
own private sector. 


The Marshall Plan disrupted and some- 
times severely damaged local economies. 
For instance, prior to the war, half of 
Greece’s export earnings came from to- 
bacco. But as Cowen pointed out, during 
the first year “The Marshall Plan funded 
the export of 40,000 tons of American to- 
bacco to Europe [and] Greek exports fell 
to 2,500 tons a year and never recovered.” 

And as far as “sound economic policy” 
was concerned, the Marshall Plan funds 
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Clay learned about Erhard’s unilateral 
decision, the following conversation took 
place: 


Manufacturing success: The continuing success of Germany’s economic miracle, which began 
after WWII, includes Volkswagen. Started under Hitler as the “people's car,” it is now the second- 
largest motor vehicle manufacturer in the world, with revenues of $200 billion annually. 
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Reaching through time and space: The Marshall Plan’s impact on U.S. foreign policy continues to be felt today in the country’s never-ending 
involvement in other countries’ affairs. At present there are still 68,000 U.S. troops stationed in Germany, long after the ending of hostilities in 1945. 


were simply government-to-government 
transfers that encouraged political chica- 
nery. Noted Cowen: “As more American 
aid was funneled through the Greek gov- 
ernment, graft and corruption increased. 
Major scandals were being uncovered 
monthly. It was only in 1953 that Greece 
began to recover — the year when U.S. aid 
was cut to $25 million.” 


The third myth: The Marshall Plan 
boosted the American economy. 

The $13 billion given to the Mar- 
shall Plan resulted in the loss of $13 
billion worth of goods and services to 
the U.S. domestic economy. 


Actually the losses to the American tax- 
payer were much greater due to slippage, 
overcharging, fraud, and the failure to ac- 
count for aid given prior to the enactment 
of the Marshall Plan. Current estimates 
show that American aid to Europe ap- 
proached $44 billion, or about $420 billion 
in today’s money. Cowen further noted 
that “a year after the Marshall Plan began 
sucking private capital out of the economy, 
the U.S. fell into recession, precisely the 
opposite of what its proponents predicted.” 


The fourth myth: The operation of 
the Marshall Plan was not strongly 
influenced by domestic U.S. special 
interests. 

The very conception of the Mar- 
shall Plan implied that it was partially 
designed to serve special business in- 
terests.... 

All of the aid channeled through 
the ECA was linked to purchases of 
particular U.S. goods and services. 
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In this regard, the Marshall Plan sub- 
sidized some U.S. businesses at the 
expense of the U.S. taxpayer. 

The original Marshall Plan legisla- 
tion, for instance, required that at least 
half of all U.S.-financed ECA goods 
be shipped in vessels of American reg- 
istry with American insurance. 

Even Paul Hoffman, head of the 
ECA, admitted that this stipulation 
cost “millions of dollars” because 
American vessels were not always 
the cheapest available.... 

This period also saw the shipment 
of 65,000 trucks to Europe, despite 
the dreadful condition of Western 
Europe’s roads and the serious gas 
shortage. 


Even American oil companies got in on 
the act. Said Cowen: “When U.S. com- 
panies started selling Mideast oil through 
the ECA, it was sold at the higher price 
of Texas Gulf oil plus the transport price 
of shipping the oil from the Texas Gulf 
across the Atlantic.... If the Europeans 
tried to buy their oil elsewhere ... they 
would lose the ECA subsidy.” 


The fifth myth: American postwar 
foreign economic policy was one of 
free trade and the “Open Door.” 

During this time, only 55 percent 
of U.S. imports [from Europe] were 
duty-free, and most of the tariffs were 
not trivial... 

On manufactured items, the tariff 
ranged as high as 30 to 40 percent 
[while] tariffs on minerals and raw 
materials were [only] slightly lower... 

Contrary to popular belief, U.S. 


trade policy was dominated by re- 
strictive, bilateral trading agreements, 
not “Open Door” multilateralism. 


The Marshall Plan failed, then, to bring 
the publicly stated relief that was used to 
sell the plan to the U.S. Congress, but suc- 
ceeded greatly in furthering the goals of 
the “Wise Men” and their crony capitalist 
accomplices. In sum, the Marshall Plan 
worked against the interests of those who 
needed help the most, the citizens of the 
war-torn European continent, as well as 
against the U.S. taxpayer. But through their 
close ties to the “Wise Men,” people like 
Vatcheller, Burgess, Hoffman, and Clayton 
turned the Marshall Plan aid into their own 
private “chocolate waterfall” of govern- 
ment aid, and leaving, as Tucker noted: 


the actual legacy of the Marshall 
Plan [as] a vast expansion of gov- 
ernment at home, the beginnings of 
the Cold War rhetoric that would 
sustain the welfare-warfare state for 
40 years, a permanent global troop 
presence, and an entire business 
class on the take from Washing- 
ton. It also created a belief on the 
part of the ruling elite in D.C. that 
it could trick the public into back- 
ing anything, including the idea that 
government and its connected inter- 
est groups should run the world at 
taxpayer expense. 


Now that the Marshall Plan can be seen for 
what it was, it can accurately be claimed 
to have been a success — for the crony 
capitalists and their enablers, the interna- 
tionalists. Hi 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Right in the Face! 


Fox40.com reported that a Stockton, 
California, man, fearing for his family’s 
lives, shot a burglar in the face on June 
3. Twenty-three-year-old Yobenrico Well, 
the burglar, was arrested by police shortly 
after the shooting. According to the news, 
the homeowner heard some noise outside 
his window and grabbed his pistol. He wit- 
nessed Well about to enter the window of 
his two-year-old daughter’s bedroom, and 
he ran into the room and waited near the 
window for the intruder to make his way 
in. As soon as Well entered the room, the 
homeowner fired, hitting Well in the face. 
Police said that Well admitted trying to 
break into the house at the time he was shot 
in the face, and also admitted that he had 
successfully broken into the same house 
a few hours earlier. While the residents 
were gone previously, Well had broken in 
through the same window and thoroughly 
enjoyed himself. He ate their food, drank 
their liquor, played video games, and even 
changed “their computer’s screen saver 
to a picture of a bunch of cheerleaders.” 
When Hernandez and his family got home 
around 10 p.m., the man was gone. Fear- 
ing he would come back, Hernandez says 
he borrowed a gun from a friend, the same 
one he used when Well came back around 
3 a.m. the next morning. 


10-year-old Defends Home 


KCTV out of Kansas City reported that 
you’re never too young to defend your 
home. Police rushed to a home on June 
6 after a reported break-in and discharge 
of a handgun. Two boys, ages eight and 
10, were at a neighbor’s house, where they 
ran after the incident occurred. Investiga- 
tors initially thought this was a case of two 
boys playing with a handgun when it acci- 
dentally went off, but they soon learned an 
intruder was involved. Kansas City Police 
Sgt. Rod Gentry said the boys were home 
alone when they observed a Hispanic man 
trying to break into their sliding glass 
door. “At that point, one child went to a 
back bedroom, retrieved a pistol, when he 
was scared.” The 10-year-old fired a single 
shot from the gun, which went through a 
bedroom wall. The would-be burglar re- 
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portedly fled the scene, and the two boys 
ran to a neighbor’s house seeking help. 
“They were running, and they seemed like 
they were a little upset. They ran all the 
way down the street,” said neighbor James 
Morrison. There were no signs of an at- 
tempted break-in at the scene. Jackson 
County prosecutors told KCTV they are 
reviewing the case and considering filing 
child endangerment charges against the 
parents because the children were home 
alone and had access to a loaded gun. The 
investigation is ongoing and it is unde- 
cided whether or not social workers will 
remove the children from the home. 


Hmong Tragedy 


The Associated Press reported on June 11 
that a violent home invasion in Sacramento, 
California, turned deadly for the suspected 
intruder. Unfortunately, the criminal ended 
up taking the lives of three residents of 
the home before he succumbed to a fatal 
gunshot. Twenty-six-year-old Xue Lor, 
a known gang member out on parole, is 
the main suspect in the deadly attack that 
left a young boy without his parents. The 
suspect and the victims all were members 
of the California Hmong community, eth- 
nic Asian refugees who immigrated to the 
United States. Many Hmong immigrated 
following the Vietnam War, where they 
fought alongside the U.S. troops in the 
secret war in Laos. California has a size- 
able Hmong population, with Sacramento 
home to 27,000 people of Hmong descent 
and Fresno to roughly 32,000. Police sus- 
pect an attempted robbery, though they do 
not know all the details at this time. There 
were no signs of forced entry, but the hus- 
band was a known shaman, or faith healer, 
in the Hmong community, according to Su 
Vang, who often acts as a spokesman for 
the Hmong community in Sacramento. The 
police believe that Lor demanded money 
when he first entered the home, and then he 
opened fire, killing both a husband and wife 
and a third person who was at the home. 
The child of the murdered couple was able 
to arm himself and fired on Lor, killing him. 
The child was not injured in the shooting 
and is not expected to face any charges. The 
police are still investigating the incident. 


Justice Is Served! 


Wayne Justice owns a coin dealership in 
New Port Richey, Florida, and as Justice 
is someone whose main activity involves 
handling money, he tries to prepare him- 
self in case criminals ever show up. The 
Associated Press reported that on June 
11, wrongdoers showed up. The South- 
west Florida businessman lived up to the 
name “Justice” when he was the victim of 
an armed robbery. Twenty-five-year-old 
Jacob Sanborn tricked Justice into meet- 
ing him at the store and then attacked 
him. “Apparently the suspect made com- 
munication with the store owner to meet 
him there that morning to possibly sell 
some items,” said Officer Kevin Doll of 
the Pasco County Sheriff’s Office. San- 
born stabbed Justice and cut him on the 
head, but Justice was able to retrieve his 
pistol and shoot Sanborn in the chest. 
This injury proved fatal to Sanborn, who 
was pronounced dead at a hospital a short 
time later. Sanborn was facing past charg- 
es relating to drugs, giving false informa- 
tion, and robbery, and had a warrant out 
for his arrest at the time of the robbery. 
The case is being reviewed by a district 
attorney, but no charges are expected 
to be filed. Officer Doll added, “‘At this 
point, it looks like it’s just a simple case 
of an attempted robbery and the store 
owner defending himself in the act.” 


Tables Turned 


The Palm Beach Post out of Florida report- 
ed on June 10 that a couple was walking 
back to their apartment when they were 
confronted by an armed man who de- 
manded entry into their residence. Once 
inside, the armed criminal turned his at- 
tention away from the couple and began 
rifling through their belongings. Sensing 
an opportunity, the male resident began 
physically struggling with the intruder. 
During the scuffle, the man was able to 
wrest the gun away from the thug, fire the 
weapon at the assailant, and injure him. 
The mortally wounded criminal fled, and 
police discovered him not far away. He 
had collapsed on a nearby walkway and 
was pronounced dead at the scene. Hi 
—PATRICK KREY 
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Big Spenders 


Seek More of the Same 


ITEM: The Guardian (U.K.) for June 14 
reported on a major political speech given 
by President Obama in Cleveland. The 
article said that the president “offered a 
stark choice for American voters.” At a 
rally, the president “portrayed Romney’s 
plan for tax cuts for the wealthy, public 
sector job cuts and the slashing of pub- 
lic spending as a flashback to the Bush 
administration’s disastrous economic 
strategy. Obama said that in contrast he 
has bolstered America’s middle class with 
policies such as the bailout of the car in- 
dustry, infusions of cash for schools and 
investment in infrastructure.” 
ITEM: Senator Charles Schumer (D-New 
York) blamed anti-tax advocate Grover 
Norquist of Americans for Tax Reform 
for blocking changes to fiscal policy that 
would reduce the federal budget defi- 
cit, reported Bloomberg Businessweek 
for June 21. Continued the publication: 
“Republicans who sign Norquist’s pledge 
against tax increases are the obstacle to a 
long-term fiscal deal, said Schumer.” 
ITEM: The Hill, published in Washington, 
D.C., reported on June I about testimony 
before the House Budget Committee: “Jeb 
Bush, the former Florida governor, said 
Friday that he could back a broad deficit 
plan that increased taxes, a stance that 
puts him at odds with other prominent 
Republicans. Bush told a House panel he 
could get behind a plan that combined 10 
dollars in spending cuts for every dollar 
of new revenue.” 
CORRECTION: With huge increases in 
taxes looming just months away, a national 
debt that has doubled in the past five years, 
and the federal government borrowing 
about 40 cents of every tax dollar spent, 
if the GOP were to agree to a deal with 
the Democrats that includes piling more 
taxes onto the American public, it would 
deserve to be known as the stupid party. 
For his part, the president is sticking 
with the idea that the way to get out of 
our economic crater is for Washington to 
dig an even deeper abyss with more bor- 
rowing and spending — the government’s 
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Not reading his lips: In 2008, Barack Obama promised Americans that if they made less than 
$250,000 per year, they would not see one dime in increased taxes, yet in 2013, we are on track to 
see the greatest tax increase in history, falling mainly on the middle class, dubbed Taxmaggedon. 


debt under his watch having exploded by 
more that $5 trillion. We are expected to 
buy the worn-out notion that the nation 
can splurge its way to fiscal fitness. 

The theory again being floated calls 
for a combination of tax increases and 
spending cuts — a compromise that 
would bridge the budget deficit. All that is 
standing between monstrous deficits and a 
balanced budget, we are told, are miserly 
curmudgeons who refuse to go along with 
the boosting of taxes from folks who don’t 
need their money anyway. 

In practice, of course, such theories 
don’t stand a prayer of accomplishing 
what they promise. Repeatedly, the taxes 
get pocketed while the pledged cuts don’t 
happen. Of all people, Jeb Bush should 
know that, considering how just such an 
arrangement undermined the adminis- 
tration of his father, the elder President 
George Bush. As the Wall Street Journal 
has pointed out: 


Other than filial piety, there’s no 
good reason to defend the 1990 bud- 
get deal, which cost his father a sec- 
ond term and helped to make voters 
more cynical about politics. 
Democrats loved the 1990 deal be- 
cause a Republican President repudi- 
ated his most memorable campaign 


pledge: “Read my lips: No new 
taxes.” Democrats ran Congress dur- 
ing the Bush 41 Presidency, and Sen- 
ate Majority Leader George Mitchell 
refused any budget deal unless Mr. 
Bush broke his pledge. Mr. Bush 
agreed, trading what was claimed 
to be $1 of tax increases for $2 of 
spending cuts. In practice the taxes 
were real but spending increased. 


Politically, the Democrats have set what 
should be an obvious trap for the Repub- 
licans — yet one which many in the GOP 
continue to fall for, apparently fearing to 
be labeled as obstructionists. Democratic 
policymakers have even admitted the na- 
ture of their ploy to get the GOP to buy 
into a tax increase. 

The gambit has been recounted, among 
other places, in TPM (an abbreviation for 
Talking Points Memo, an online political 
news source in D.C.). The Democratic 
strategy “has essentially been to find ways 
to make it very uncomfortable for Repub- 
licans to maintain such a rigid anti-tax 
orthodoxy — to ultimately force Repub- 
licans to break their anti-tax pledges and 
badly splinter their party.” That strategy, 
says TPM, is also “what the Buffett Rule 
is about; that why Dems insist they won’t 
dismantle the so-called ‘sequester’ — big 
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cuts to defense and even to Medicare — 
unless Republicans agree to tackle defi- 
cits in a balanced way, i.e. by supporting 
significant new tax revenues.” 

That’s notwithstanding a series of oft- 
delayed acts that is coming to a head that 
has a price tag of nearly $500 billion. It has 
been dubbed Taxmageddon. Should the 
projected events take place, the Congres- 
sional Budget Office has acknowledged, a 
return to an official recession is likely. 

An analysis by the Heritage Founda- 
tion finds that the combination of tax 
hikes and expired tax cuts is scheduled 
to bring an average increase of $3,800 
per taxpayer in a single year, with about 
70 percent of the increase falling direct- 
ly on low-income and middle-income 
Americans. Figures compiled by the 
Joint Committee on Taxation indicate 
that Taxmaggedon would cost a family 
of four earning $50,000 another $2,200; 
a single mother with a $36,000 income 
would have to double her “contribution” 
to Uncle Sam; and married seniors, living 
on a fixed income of $40,000, would have 
to pony up an additional $1,700 to fend 
off the IRS wolves. 

What exactly can we expect on Janu- 
ary 1, 2013, unless those in Washington 
decide otherwise? Pain. Lots of it. The 
hurt will come from several directions. 
J.D. Foster, a top economist at the Heri- 
tage Foundation, summarizes some of the 
impending elements of Taxmageddon: 


¢ Income tax rates shoot up, 
¢ The child credit is cut in half, 
¢ The marriage penalty roars back, 
¢ The capital gains tax rate goes up, 
¢ The dividend tax rate soars, 
¢ The payroll tax rate jumps two per- 
centage points, 
¢ The death tax is restored to its puni- 
tive past, 
¢ The Alternative Minimum Tax re- 
lief expires, and 
e A uniquely pernicious additional 
payroll tax hike from Obamacare 
takes effect. 

Collectively, this would by far be 
the largest tax hike in history. The 
effects on families and businesses 
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would be devastating; the effects on 
the economy no less so. 


If the Obama White House gets its way, 
there will be even worse to come for 
Americans. The president continues to 
say the problem with the federal budget 
is that it isn’t large enough. Jobs, growth, 
and recovery all apparently hinge on 
how much of our money Washington can 
spend, a point made by Peter Ferrara in 
Forbes not long ago. This is why, writes 
Ferrara, President Obama’s 2013 budget 


proposes the highest government 
spending in world history, follow- 
ing an $800 billion, 27% increase in 
federal spending from 2008 to 2012, 
with a proposed 53% increase in 
annual federal spending from $3.8 
trillion today to a record shattering 
$5.8 trillion by 2022. This President 
Obama budget proposes a very grand 
total of $47 trillion in spending over 
the entire 10 years, another all-time 
world record. 

Is draining all of that money out 
of the private sector really going to 
create strong sustained growth, pay 
down our long-term debt, and gener- 
ate good, middle-class jobs? Or is it 
going to bring the chaos of Greece 
and Western Europe to America? 


Critics of cutting government spending 
now like to claim that “austerity” is be- 
hind the problems coming home to roost 
in Europe. As it happens, the cuts that 
have been made, under great pressure, in 
some countries of Western Europe have 
been very limited; in most cases, the na- 
tional budgets have continued to rise. In 
fact, as has been observed by Veronique 
de Rugy, a senior research fellow at the 
Mercatus Center at George Mason Uni- 
versity, the “most important point to keep 
in mind is that whenever cuts took place, 
they were always overwhelmed by large 
counterproductive tax increases. Unfortu- 
nately, that point is often overlooked. This 
approach to austerity — some spending 
cuts with large tax increases — is what 
President Obama has called the “balanced 
approach.” 

Americans are now paying more in 
taxes than they do for food, clothing, 
and shelter, as a Tax Foundation analysis 
shows. 

In terms of history, it wasn’t all that 
long ago when Chief Justice John Mar- 
shall, when striking down a Maryland 
tax, rightly observed that the power to tax 
involves the power to destroy. Today’s po- 
litical world still revolves around its taxes. 
However, too many of our alleged lead- 
ers try to ignore the destructive nature of 
those levies. Hi 

— WILLIAM P. HOAR 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY JACK KENNY 


“Is anybody there? Does anybody care?” 


hile watching an 
old sitcom on 
a cable “retro” 


channel, I heard Danny 
Thomas tell a joke that was 
enlightening as well as amus- 
ing. It was about a man who 
was traveling overseas when 
he came upon the largest par- 
rot he had ever seen, who was 
also the brightest bird on the 
planet. The bird spoke seven 
languages, believe it or not. 
Well, the man bought it and 
sent it home as a gift to his 
mother. When he returned 
home he called his mother. 

“Ma, did you get the bird I 
sent you?” 

“Oh, yes and it was delicious. Thank you, son.” The man was 
momentarily speechless. 

“Ma, how could you eat that bird?!” 

“With potatoes and onions,” she said. “It was very good.” 

“But Ma, that was a very special bird. He spoke seven 
languages\” There was an awkward pause at the other end 
of the line. 

“So why didn’t he say something?” she asked. 

In case you haven’t noticed, the government has been cooking 
our goose or parrot or, more to the point, our eagle, the symbol 
of our freedom. And we, for the most part, have not said any- 
thing. Caesar has been eating our portion of God-given rights 
for centuries, and conspicuously so of late, in this blessed “land 
of the free.” And in the words of a coalition of clergy and laity 
against the Vietnam War 40-some years ago, “A time comes 
when silence is betrayal.” 

I recently attended the “kick-off” of Congressman Frank 
Guinta’s campaign for reelection as the U.S. Representative 
from New Hampshire’s First District. Guinta, a freshman Re- 
publican elected in 2010, was proud to have participated in what 
was said to be the unprecedented ceremony of reading aloud the 
Constitution of the United States as the first order of business 
in the new Republican-controlled House. Guinta reported to his 
constituents that he was especially proud to have had the op- 
portunity to read aloud the Second Amendment, guaranteeing 
“the right of the people to keep and bear arms.” He must not 
have been listening when other members read other articles in 
the Bill of Rights. 

For Rep. Guinta voted with the majority in Congress last 
year for the National Defense Authorization Act, provisions 
of which declare all the world, including the “homeland,” a 
battlefield in the war on terror and confer upon the president 
of the United States the power to use the military to arrest and 
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detain indefinitely, without 
trial, persons, including U.S. 
citizens, accused of collud- 
ing with al-Qaeda. They will 
be treated, in other words, as 
prisoners of war, held with- 
out trial, without legal coun- 
sel, without any semblance 
of due process, for the dura- 
tion of a war that will likely 
never end. And yet Guinta 
had the audacity to say at 
his campaign kickoff event 
that every bit of legislation 
passed by the Republican 
House in the past two years 
was studied for conformity 
with the Constitution of the 
United States. Politicians 


Thinkstock 


still say the darndest things. 

Abraham Lincoln said he never had a political sentiment that 
did not spring from the Declaration of Independence. Yet in de- 
nying seceding states their right to independence, Lincoln also 
imposed martial law in the states remaining in the Union, arrest- 
ing legislators, shutting down newspapers, and jailing editors 
and publishers without trial or any form of due process. The 
“unalienable rights” declared in the Declaration had become 
quite alienable in the hands of “Honest Abe.” America was forc- 
ibly fed one-man rule under Lincoln and, unfortunately, many 
Americans developed a taste for it. 

The rights declared by Jefferson and those guaranteed by the 
Bill of Rights have seldom, if ever, been in greater peril. They 
are threatened not by foreign foes in Tehran or Damascus, in 
Kabul or in Moscow. They are threatened by the government 
whose capital is Washington, D.C. America in 2012 faces a 
presidential election contested mainly by two major parties, 
whose candidates are both graduates of Harvard Law School. 
One regularly ignores and violates by official actions the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and the other seems hardly aware 
of its existence. John Adams and Thomas Jefferson, who to- 
gether gave life to the fight for independence and later became 
bitter antagonists, discovered at the end of their lives that they 
shared common values, values of liberty and law that are under 
siege today. In the play 1776, Adams is heard predicting that 
the signing of the Declaration would be marked by future gen- 
erations with parades and fireworks and a great celebration of 
freedom. Is that what “We the People” celebrated this Fourth 
of July? 

Adams, in that play, cries out on the eve of the fateful vote 
by the Continental Congress, “Is anybody there? Does anybody 
care?” It remains a question as important for us, the people of 
the United States of America, in 2012 as it was in 1776. Mf 


THE NEW AMERICAN e¢ JULY 23, 2012 


wo? 


than youl think! 


The John Birch Society 


Visit JBS.org or call 800-527-8721 


MANAGEMENT 


PRISM: Any medium that resolves a seemingly simple matter into its elements 


CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


